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NO TICE TO 8OI1ICIT OB& 

With the view of insuring Ihe greatest pouible accuracy and 
rapidUy in t\e f>aricu9 publications connected wiih t\e Law 
Reports, ike Council wilt he obliged^ if the Solicitors to whom 
appUcuHon is made by any Reporter acting for the Council, 
wiU as soon as possible after application furnish the neces- 
sary Papers, together with any information in their power as to 
ike names of ihe various SoUeitors engaged in the case. At the 
same time, the CouncU ikankfully acknowledge the assistance 
ikey have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in furnishing ihe papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 



prepaid. One of the articles of the memorandum of association 
of a limited company not governed by Table A provided that the 
directors might if they thought fit receive from any shareholder 
payment of the whole or any part of the amount remaining 
unpaid on any shares held by him upon such terms as the 
board might determine. Another of such articles provided 
that no dividend should be made except out of the net profits 
of the company, but that the directors might if they saw fit 
pay out of the cajntal of the company interest on sums paid 
uj) on shares in advance of calls. Certain shareholders had 
prepaid their shares in full in advance of calls, and the directors 
had paid them a stipulated interest on the sums prepaid during 
a period when the company had not only earned no profit, but 
had suffered a loss: — Held, following Dale v. Martin, 9 Ir. 
L. B. 498 ; 11 ib. 371, that the stipulated interest constituted 
a valid debt of the company, and that it was not ultra vires to 
pay it out of capital. Lock v. Queensland Investment and 
Land MoBTaAQE Company, Limited. Jan. 14. Stirling J. 
. Counsel: Millar, Q,C,, and Brodie Cooper; 
and C, E, E, Jenkins, Solicitors: AshuvKt, 
Co. ; THnders & Capron, 



Hastings, Q,C,, 
Morris, Crisp & 
W. W. K. 



Record of Business. 



COURT I. 

Friday, December 20, 1895. 
nrfflfccr V, Hoperafl. Appeal from Charles J. Dismissed. 
Hirst V. Williams. Appeal from Charles J. Dismissed. 
Turner v. Boberts, Appeal from Wright J. Part heard. 

Tuesday, January 14. 

Mayor, dec, of London v. Barnes. Application for judgment or new 
trial. Dismissed. 

Sedgvriek v. Maithews. Application for judgment or new trial. Dis- 
missed. 

Target v. Jackwn, Application for judgment or new trial. Dismissed. 

Wednesday, January 15. 
Powell V. PoweU. Application for judgment or new trial. Dismissed. 
Andrews v. Mock/ord, Application for judgment or new trial. Part 
heard. 

Thursday, January 16. 
Andrews v. Mock/ord. Application for judgment or new trial. Dis- 
missed. 



2. DEBTOB ARS GBEDIIOS — STATUTS-BABBED DEBT — Exe- 
cutor's right of retainer — Fund in Court — Payment out. The 
Court will not order a fund to be paid out to an executor or 
administrator having the legal title to a statute-barred debt 
merely in order to enable him to acquire a right of retainer 
thereout. Tbbvob v, Hutchins. Dec. 21. Stirling J. 

Coxmsel: Hastings, Q.C, and Brabant; Buckley, Q,C,, and 
Fawcus, Solicitors: Shearman & Bayner; Bone & Keppdl. 

W. W. K. 



Jhiring the siUing of the Churts The Weekly Notes tnU he published 
on Saturday, and will generally comprise Notes of Decisions up to 
and ineludina those of (he previous Thursday. AU cases of permanent 
iiUerest noted herein wiU be reported infuU in Thb Law Bbports. 



NOT ES OF DECISIO NS. 

These notes are numbered for eonvenienoe of reference, 
e.g. W. N (96) 1 (1). 

L COMPAHT — SHABEHOUIEB— Prepayment of shares in 
odvance of coils — Payment out of capital of interest on amounts 
Ko. 1.— 1896. 



8. DIVOBCE — ^FBACTIOB — Motion for leave to proceed without 
milking a co-respondent — Necessity for affidavit in corroboration. 
Where, on a motion for leave to proceed without making a 
co-respondent, it appeared that the affidavit of the petitioner 
was not corroborated, the motion was adjourned for a week 
in order that an additional affidavit might be filed ; and it was 
stated that in future such motions would be dismissed, unless 
supported by affidavits in corroboration. Barber i\ Barber. 
Jan. 18. Gorell Barnes J. 

Counsel: A, E, Lyons, Solicitor: Doiviies, H. D. W. 



4. MOBTXAnr— DISCBEnOH OF TRJJVtSES—Beal estate^ 
Charity, A testator who died before 1891 directed trustees 
to apply one-tenth of the proceeds of real and personal estate 
above 110,000/. " to such Charitable Institutions and objects as 
my trustees may determine and at such time or times and in 
such manner as they may think fit." The trustees had in their 
hands funds above the 110,000/. proceeds of real and personal 
estate. On further consideration of an action to administer the 
testator's estate, following Lewis v. AUenhy, L. B. 10 Ei. 668, 
on petition, W. N. (1872) 55, the trustees were given liberty 
to bring in a statement of the objects (if any) to which they 
proposed to allocate the proceeds of real and personal estate, 
but the order was not to interfere with the discretion of the 
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trustees. In re Pieboy. Whitwham v, Pikboy. Jan. 16. 
North J. 

Counsel: Cozens-Hardy, Q,C., a,nd J, Thompson; Ingle Joyce; 
Swift/en Eady, ©.C, and Badcock; St John Gierke, Mulligan y 
Curtis Price, E, S. Ford, and Jaines Bolt Solicitors: Field, 
Roscoe (fc Co, ; Solicitor to the Treasury ; Crowders <fe Vizard ; 
Goddeii, Son & Holme ; Bolhins, Hay A Co. ; Foyer tk Hordern, 

D.P. 



6. PABTNEBSHIP— DISSOLXmOJer— Da^^—Parfner^Atp at vnll 
— Action for dissolution — Date of issus or of service of umt. 
In an action claiming a declaration of the date of the dissolu- 
tion of a partnership at will between the plaintiff and the 
defendant, and to have an account taken of the partnership 
dealings, and the affairs of the partnership wound up by the 
Court : — Held, that the partnership had been dissolved as from 
the 19th of October (the date of the service of the writ) and 
not from the 18th of October (the date of the issue of the writ). 
Unswobth v. Jobdan. Jan. 11. North J. 

Vide Sliepherd v. Allen, 33 Beav. 677. 

Coimsel: Gatey ; Seddon, Solicitors: Hamlin, Grammer & 
Hamlin ; Lloyd Geoirje <fc Co. W. L. C. 



6. FBACIICS— OOMMEBOIAL CAJISS^Application to enter 
cause in commercial list — Application before appearance of defen- 
dant — Power to order costs to he costs in the cause. An applica- 
tion by a plaintiff, to the judge charged with commercial 
business, for leave to enter the cause in the separate list of 
commercial causes, may be made before the appearance of the 
defendant^ and before the time for such appearance has expired, 
and the judge has power to direct that the costs of the applica- 
tion shoil be costs in the cause. Babby v. The Pbbuvian 
CoBPOBATioN, Limited. Jan. 13. C. A. 

Counsel: Lauriston Batten. Solicitors: Smiles, Ollard, Yates 
(& Ollard. A. M. 



7. PITBLIO B0DT-<J01CPULS0ET VOWN/i—PurcIiase of land 
by agreement — BestricUve covenant — Sdiool Board — Elementary 
Education Act, 1870 (c. 75), ss. 19, 20. A school board purchased 
by agreement a piece of land the grantor of which was boimd 
by a covenant restricting the right of building thereon : — Held, 
that the board, having acquired the land for the purposes of 
the Elementary Education Act, 1870, were not bound by the 
restrictive covenant, and that the only remedy of the covenantee 
was compensation under sect. 68 of the Lands Clauses Consoli- 
dation Act, 1845. KiBBY r. School Boabd fob Uabbogate. 
Dec. 20. North J. 

Counsel: Vernon Smith, Q.C., and Curtis Price; Swiiiftn 
Eady, Q.C., and Micklem, Solicitors : Foyer tfe Hordirn ; Corbin 
& Greener. W. L. C. 



8. SETTLBMBirr — APPOnTTlCEKT — Construction — Bcmvte- 
ness — Contingent remainder oi* executory limitation. By a 
marriage settlement executed in 1819 of real estate of the 
husband power was given to the husband and wife jointly to 
appoint tha^ after the death of the survivor of them the estate 
should bo lo the use of Kiich child or childrcn of the mar- 



riage, or the issue of any such child or children, which issue 
should be living during the joint lives of the husband and wife, 
as they should appoint, and in default of and subject to any 
such appointment to the use of the first and other sons of the 
marriage, successively in tail male. There was only one child 
of the marriage, a son. He married in 1843, and died in May, 
1863. He had seven children bom respectively in 184:4 ; 1845 ; 
March, 1848; 1850; 1852; 1854; and January, 1863. In 
September, 1848, the original husband and wife executed a 
deed by which they jointly appointed that the real estate 
should, after the death of the survivor of them, be to ihe U8C 
of the three children then bom (naming them) of their son, and 
all other his child and children who should be living at the 
death of the survivor of the appointors, and to the heirs and 
assigns of such of them as should attain the age of twenty-five, 
equally as tenants in conunon. But in case either of the three 
named children of the son and any such other child and 
children as aforesaid should die imder twenty-five, then imme- 
diately after his or her death to the use of the survivors or 
other of them, their, his, or her heirs and assigns. Provided 
that, in case the appointment intended to be thereby made to 
the after-bom children of the son should from any cause fail of 
eJBfect, the appointors did thereby further declare that the deed 
should operate as an appointment of the hereditaments to 
the three then bom children of the son, or such of them as 
should attain twenty-five, their respective heirs and assigns. 
The husband died in 1867, and his widow died in November. 
1873. All the seven children of the son were then living, but 
only the three elder ones had attained twenty-five. The other 
four attained twenty-five subsequently : — Held, that the limita- 
tions of the deed of appointment took effect as legal contingent 
remainders on the death of the widow ; that each of the seven 
children of the son took one-seventh of the estate for life ; and 
that the three who had attained twenty-five at the death of the 
widow took the remainder in fee (subject to the life estates) 
equally between them as tenants in conmion. Stmbs v. Symcb. 
Dec. 21. North J. 
* In re Lechmere and Lloyd, 18 Ch. D. 524, distinguished. 

Counsel: Vernon Smith, Q.C., and Waggett ; Swinfen Eady, 
Q.C, and Curtis Price. Solicitors: Guscotte, Wadham <fc Brad- 
bury ; Yarde tfe Loader. W. L. C. 

9. VENBOB ABD PTrBCEASSB^TITLE — iSe^/ec^ Lands— 
Limitation of various interests to the same person by way of su" 
cession — Tenant for life — Person entitled to income — Settled Iximl 
Act, 1882 (c. 38), 8. 2, sub-s. I; s. m, subs. 1 (iac.), sub-s. 2 
Real estate stood limited, under a will, to tmstces upon trust 
for a married woman for life without power of anticipation, 
with remainder to such uses as she should by will appoint, and 
in default to the use of herself in fee ; and she contracted to 
sell the property to a purchaser. The Court was not satisfied 
that these limitations created a " settlement " within sect. 2 of 
the Settled Land Act, 1882, but held that the married woman 
had the powers of a tenant for life within sect. 68, sub-sect, 1 
(ix.), of the same Act, and could make a good title to the pur- 
chaser. In re PococK AND Pbankebd's Contbact. Dec. 21, 
1895. Stirling J. 

Counsel : M. Ingle Joyce ; K. M. Jackson. Solicitors : Peake, 
Blnly Collins & P,nk' ; Wing tC' D^caut^ for l'\ <C* E. II. Jarkaun, 
Wis» each. W. W. K. 
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With the view of insuring the greatest possible accuracy and 
rapidity in the various publications connected with the Law 
Eeports, the Council wiU he obliged^ if the Solicitors to whom 
applicatian is made hy any Exporter acting for the Councily 
vBiU as soon as possible after aj^ication furnish the neces- 
sary Papers^ together with any information in their power as to 
the names of the various Solicitors engaged in the case. At the 
same time, the Council thankfully acknowledge the assistance 
they have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in fumiMng the papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 



Beoord of Business. 



COURT I. 

Fbidat, January 17. 

Turner v. Hdberle. Appeal from Wright J. Postponed. 

Eardaker v. Idle District CouneU. Motion for jadgment or new trial. 
Omr. adc. wU. 

WhOdiouse T. London and North Western BaUtoay Company, Motion 
for Judgment or new triaL Refused. 

Keye y. Anglo-BuBsian OH Company. Appeal from Day J. Dis- 
missed. 

Monday, January 20. 

lyErrioo Y. Samud and Another. Appeal from Lawranoe J. Allowed, 

Tuesday, January 21. 

FomoeU and Othere T. Van GruUm. Appeal from Vaughan Williams J. 
Part heard. 

Wednesday, January 22. 

FoxweU and Oiher$ Y. Van Orutien, Appeal from Vaughan Williams J. 
Part heard. 

No. 2.— 1896. 



.Thursday, January 23.! 

{In re Haggertton Elicticn Petition, 
Cremer y. LowJet. Appeal from Lawranco J. Part heard. 



COURT 11. 

Monday, January 20. 

Application for Eocurity for coste. Security 



Boyd Y. Bisc^ffeheim, 

ordered, 50/. 
Drew Y. Paine. Appeal from North J. DismisEcd. 
In re Newton (infante). Appeal from Kekewich J. 

Tuesday,' January 21. 

In re Newton (infante). Appeal from Kekewich J. 
ChUlingworth Y, ChMnbere. Appeal from North J. 



Fart heard. 



Dismissed. 
Part heard. 



Wednesday, January 22. 
Hodgson y. De Veyeey. Motion to dismiss appeal for non-payment 

of costs ordered to he paid. A week's further time allowed. 
Lock Y. Queendand Investment and Land Mortgage Company. Apiieal 

from Stirling J. Dismissed. 
Finch Y. Oake. Appeal from Kekewich J. Allowed. 
ChtlUngworth v. Chaishere. Appeal from North J. Part heard. 



During the sitting of the Courts The Weekly Notes wiU be puUidied 
on Saturday, and will generally comprise Notee of Dedsione up to 
and including those of the previous Thursday. All eases of permanent 
interest noted herein wiU be reported infuU in The Law Refobts. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



Tlieee notes are nunAeredfor eonsenienee of reftrtnce^ 
e.g. W. N. (96) 1 (8). 



1. ABMntALTT — flQUGHOB'B UEV — Charging ordtn— As- 
signment of sum recovered — Notice — Solicitors Act, 1860 (c. 127), 
s. 28. On the 10th of June, 1895, an action for damage by 
collision was compromised on the terms that the defendants, 
the owners of the Paris, should pay to the plaintiff, the owner 
of the Sam Wdler, 50 per cent, of the damages sustained by the 
piftintjff by reason of the collision, each party bearing their oi^ii 
costs of the action ; and it was further agreed that the amount 
of the damages should be ascertained by an arbitrator. The 
defendants' solicitors were pressing the plaintiff for a settle- 
ment of claims of clients of theirs against him, and for their 
own costs when acting for him ; and the plaintiff, on the 25th 
of June, wrote to the defendants' solicitors that he agreed to 
their settling the amount due to themselyes and to certain 
named clients of theirs " out of the money coming in from 
Paris S.S.^ On the 2nd of November the arbitrator made liis 
award and found the sum of 341/. 19^. 9e/. to be due from the 
defendants to the pUuntiff, which with 63/. lis. lie/, agreed 
costs of the reference made a total of 405/. 11«. %d. On the 
20th of Noyember the defendants' solicitors forwarded to the 
plaintiff's solicitors a cheque for 17/. 60. %l. as the balance out 
of the 405/. lis. Sc^. after paying the named clients and them- 
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selves. The plaintiff's solicitors took out, under sect. 28 of the 
Solicitors Act 1860, a summons (adjourned into Court) for a 
charging ordo on the fund, to the extent of 172/. 13«. 8rf., made 
up of 81?. 10s. Sd. costs of the action, 27/. lOs. Sd. extra costs 
of the reference, and 63?. lis, lid, agreed costs of the reference. 
It was admitted that there was no collusion, and it was agreed 
that for the purposes of. the case the award should be treated 
as a decree : — Held, that the plaintiff's solicitors in the action 
were entitled to an order charging the sum recovered with the 
plaintiff's costs to be taxed as between solicitor and client 
(unless the parties agreed the amount), on the ground that the 
fund recovered by the exertions of the solicitors was fixed, 
though not worked out, on the lOth of June, and that the 
assignment of the fund on the 25th of June was void under the 
statute, as being an act done operating to defeat the right of 
the solicitors to a lien for costs, of which right, by reason of 
the fund being a sum recovered in the action, the defendants' 
solicitors, and their clients through them, were affected with 
notice. The Pabis. Jan. 20. Jeune, Pres. 

Counsel: Dawson Miller; Boyd, Solicitors: William A, 
Crump & Son ; Doioningy Holman (t Co. T. L. M. 



2. OOKPAITT — SHABEROLDER — Payment of shares in ad- 
vance of calls — Payment out of capital of interest on amount 
prepaid^Companies Act, 1862 (c. 89), ss, 14, dS—Tahle A, 
clause 7. The articles of association of a limited company 
provided that the board of directors " shall be at liberty from 
time to time, as they think fit, to receive payment from any 
shareholder of the whole or any part of the amount remaining 
unpaid on any shares held by liim, upon such terms in all 
respects as the board may determine," and that " the directors 
may, if they see fit to do so, pay out of the capital of the com- 
pany interest on sums paid up on shares in advance of calls." 
Some of the shareholders paid up the amount remaining un- 
called on their shares in advance of calls under an agreement 
that interest should be paid by the company upon the amounts 
thus paid up : — Held, aflirming the decision of Stirling J., ante, 
p. 1 (1), that these provisions of the articles were valid, and 
that, there being no profits, interest on the moneys paid in 
advance of calls could legally be paid out of capital. Lock v, 
Queensland Investment and Land Mobtoage Company, 
Limited. Jan. 22. C. A. (Lindley, Kay and A. L. 
Smith L. JJ.). 

Counsel: Millar, Q.C., and K Brodie Cooper; Graham 
Hastings, Q.C., and C. E. E. Jenk-ins. SoKcitors: Ashurst, 
Morris, CHsp db Co, ; Trinders ih Capron. W. L. C. 



3. COUP AHT — WnrDIMO-OT — Joint Stock Companies Ar- 
rangement Act, 1870 (c. 104). The Court will not sanction a 
scheme of arrangement under the Act of 1870 which provides 
for the payment of costs, or the remuneration of persons whose 
assistance is required to carry out the scheme, unless express 
provision is also made for bringing in the costs and remunera- 
tion for taxation or allowance by the Court. In re MoBTaAOs 
Inbxtbance Coefobation. Jan. 22. Yaughan Williams J.* 

Counsel: Buckley, Q.C, and W, F, Hamilton; Frank Evans 
and C. E. E, Jenkins; Byi-ne^ Q.C, and Kirby]; Chester. Soli- 



citors: Baker, Blaker tfc Hawes ; E. C. Rawlings <fe Butt; 
Oodden, Soti & Holme ; Herbert Bentwitch, F. E. 



4. COMPAHY— WIHDIHG-UP— /SoZe of daim for misfeasance — 
Debenture action — Companies (^Winding-up) Act, 1890 (c. 63), s, 10. 
In an action to realize debentures granted by a company, which 
was afterwards ordered to be wound up, a summonfl was taken 
out by the official receiver and liquidator asking for the leave 
of the Court to take misfeasance proceedings against the 
directors and auditors of the company, and that the costs might 
be provided by the receiver in the action. A majority of the 
debenture-holders was opposed to misfeasance proceedings being 
taken at the expense of the assets covered by the debentures, 
and also to abandoning the claims of the debenture-holders to 
any sums recovered in the proceedings. A suggestion was, 
however, made by a debenture-holder that if there were people 
who believed they could make a good thing out of a misfeasance 
summons they would be prepared, for the right to step into the 
debenture-holders' shoes, to pay a substantial smn, but that the 
right should not be given up without anything in return : — 
Held, that an order must be made directing the receiver to 
sell by auction the claim against the directors and auditors. 
Wood v, Woodhotjsb and Eawson United. Jan, 17. Vaughan 
Williams J. 

Counsel: Hotvard Wright; E. C, Macnaghten; CartmeU; 
C. E, E, Jenkins ; Methold, Solicitors: Ward, Perks & McKay ; 
Maddisons; Fladgate & Co, ; F, Walker ; Budd, Johnsons & Jecks, 



6. OOMPAirr— WIHDIirG-lJP--fifc*-o/— -BanArup^cy Act, 1888 
(c. 52), s, 3S— Judicature Act, 1876 (c. 77), s, 10. A company, 
shortly before passing resolutions for winding up voluntarily, 
being pressed by creditors, gave to a firm of solicitors a sum 
sufficient to pay the total amount of the claims, but instructed 
the solicitors to try to settle the claims for a smaller smn. 
Some of the claims were so settled, with the result that a 
balance remained in the hands of the solicitors. They kept an 
accoimt with the company in their books shewing their receipts 
and payments, but there was no evidence that they shewed the 
account to the company : — Held, that as the money had been 
paid by the company for a specific purpose, the onus lay on 
the solicitors to shew that the company had consented to any 
portion of it being applied for another purpose, and that as the 
solicitors failed to shew that this consent was given, they could 
not set off a debt for costs against the liquidator's claim for the 
balance. In re Mid-Kent Fbuit Faotoby. Jan. 17. Vaughan 
Williams J. 

Counsel: Micklem; C. E, E, Jenkins. Solicitors: Waterliouw 
dh Co. ; Saunders, Hawksford & Bennett. F. E. 



6« IHTANT — HAJXTESASCE — Validity of Trust — Bemoteness 
— Discretion of trustees — Time for &cercise — Power to resort to past 
accumulations of income — WHl — Construction. A testator by 
his will dated the 19th of October, 1887, appointed executors 
and trustees, and bequeathed to them the residue of his per- 
sonal estate, upon trust for sale and conversion and invest* 
ment of the proceeds, and to apply the whole income, or such 
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part thereof as his tmstees or trostee for the time being in 
their absolute discretion should think fit, in or towards the 
maintenance, education, apprenticeship, or in any other manner 
for the benefit of the child or children of the testator's sister 
Mrs. Jackson, until they should respectiyely attain the age of 
tventy-three, and to accumulate and invest as capital any un- 
applied portion of the income. And upon further trust, as to 
both capital and income of the inyestments, to stand possessed 
tiiereof upon trust for the child, if only one, or all the children, 
if more than one, of Mrs. Jackson who, either before or after 
her decease, should attain twenty-one (such children, if more 
than one, to take in equal shares as tenants in common) and the 
issue of such of the children of Mrs. Jackson as might be then 
dead, such issue taking only as tenants in common the share 
which their respectiye parents would have taken if liying. 
There was a gift oyer in the eyent of the death without issue 
of all the children of Mrs. Jackson in her lifetime. The testator 
died in February, 1888. Mrs. Jackson, who was a widow, had 
only two children, a daughter who attained twenty-three on the 
10^ of March, 1892, and a son who was bom on the 28th of May, 
1874. On the 30th of January, 1889, upon a summons issued 
by the trustees of the wiU, Mrs. Jackson's children being defen- 
dants, the Court was of opinion that the bequest of the residuary 
peisonalty to those children was yoid for remoteness, but that 
the persons to take the residuary personalty could not be 
detezmined till the death of Mrs. Jackson. And it was ordered 
that the trustees should accumulate the surplus income until 
farther order. The trustees had never applied any part of the 
income undex the discretionary trust for maintenance, &c., but 
had accumulated the whole in accordance with the order of 
the 30th of January, 1889. Upon a summons by Mrs. Jackson's 
children, to which ihe trustees and two of the testator's next of 
kin were defendants : — ffdd, that the trust for maintenance was 
distinct from the trust of the capital of the residuary x)ersonalty, 
and was valid ; that the trustees could now exercise the dis- 
cretion given to them by the will ; and that in their absolute 
discretion they might now apply all or any part of the income 
which accrued down to the 10th of March, 1892, and of the 
aocmnulations thereof, in or towards the maintenance, &c., of 
the two plaintiffs, and similarly might apply all or any part of 
the income from the 10th of March, 1892, and of the accumula- 
tions thereof, and of the future income and accumulations, 
mitil the younger plaintiff should attain twenty-three for his 
maintenance, &c. In re WiSB. Jan. 16. North J. 

Ckransel: Swinfen Eady^ Q.C, and Dickinson; Stallard ; 
E. C. Mannaghten ; Ohaxter. Solicitors : Hichin, Smith <fc Capel- 
Cure; B. E. Bariley; Collyer-Bristow <fe Co.; Ingle, Holmes & 
Sons. W. L. C. 



7. FOWEE — TlHTiKAflB OF — Power to appoint among children 
^Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881 (c 41), «. 52. The 
fact that a release of a limited power of appointment will result 
in a benefit to the donee of the power, is not sufficient to make 
the release fraudulent and void. The doctrines applicable to 
the fraudulent exercise of a power of appointment do not apply 
to the release of a power of appointment not coupled with a 
duty. In re SoMBS. Smith v, Somss. Jan. 21. Chitty J. 

In re Baddiffe, Padcliffe v. Bewes, [1892] 1 Ch. 227, discussed 
and applied. 



CJounsel : Farwell, Q.C., and Dauney ; Byrne, Q,a, and B, F' 
Notion ; C. E, E. Jenkins, Solicitors : Street, Poynder <Sk 
WJiatley ; Saxton & Son ; Trindei* <€: Capron, W. C. D. 



8, FBAOnCE — BEMITTIirO ACTIOV TO GOUITTT COUET— 

Cou7ity Courts Act, 1888 (c. 43), s. 66. Where an order is 
made that an action be remitted to the county court, unless 
security for costs is given within a certain time, under sect. 66 
of the County Courts Act, 1888, the action nevertheless re- 
mains in the High Court until the writ and order are lodged 
with the registrar of the county court in accordance with the 
section, and until then the High Court has jurisdiction to make 
an interlocutory order in the action. D'Ebeico r. Samuel and 
Another. Jan. 20. C. A. (A. L. Smith and Eigby L.JJ.). 

Counsel: Witt, Q.C, and Bockingham G. Gill; P. Bose- 
Innes, Solicitors: C T, Wilkinson; Micklem <k Jlollingworth. 

E. L. 

9. SEYEOTE— HOUSE J^VXY— Exemption— Custo)ns and In- 
land Bevenue Act, 1878 (c. 15), «. 13. By 41 Vict. c. 15, s. 18, 
where any house, being one property, is " divided into, and let 
in, different tenements, and any of such tenements are occupied 
solely for the purpose of any trade or business," inhabited 
house duty is to be assessed as if the house comprised only 
the tenements other than those so occupied, and a house or 
tenement so occupied is exempted from the duty. The re- 
spondents, being lessees for years of a house, occupied a shop 
and room on the groimd-floor solely for the purposes of their 
business, and sub-let the upper part of the premises, consisting 
of two floors, at a weekly rent to a tenant who occupied that 
part as his residence. The part so occupied by the sub-tenant 
was divided from the part occupied by the respondents. 
Having been assessed to house duty for the whole house, the 
respondents claimed exemption in respect of the jjart occupied 
by ihAm-.— Held, that the house was not "let in different 
tenements" within the meaning of sect. 13, and therefore the 
respondents were not entitled to exemption. Hoddinot v. 
Home and Colonial Stores, Limited. Jan. 15. Divisional 
Court (Wright and Kennedy JJ.). 

Counsel: Sir Bichard Webster, A.-G,, and Danckwerts; B, Af. 
i?my and Clarke Williams, Solicitors: The Solicitor of Inland 
Bevenue ; Slaughter- & May. W. A. 



10. SEA7I8EESIE8BEGTrLATI0H---APP0IHTlCEHT0r0FriCEB 

— Conditions made by council as to expenditure. By sect. 6, sub- 
sect. 1, of the Sea Fisheries Eegulation Act, 1888 (c. 64), 
" Subject to any restrictions or conditions as to expenditure 
made by the council or councils by whom a local fisheries com- 
mittee is appointed, the committee may appoint such fishery 
officers as they deem expedient" for the purposes therein 
specified : — Held, that the restrictions and conditions as to 
expenditure in connection with the appointment of a particular 
officer cannot be made after the officer has been appointed. 
And semble, that where a local fisheries committee has been 
appointed by more county or borough councils than one it is 
open to any one of such councils to make restrictions or con- 
ditions as to expenditure under the section without the assent 
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of the other councils. Thb Qtteen v. Mayor, &c., of Plt- 
KOUTH. Jan. 21. Diyisional Court (Hawkins and Vaughan 
Williams JJ.). 

Counsel: Channdl, Q.C, and Duke; Lawson Walton, Q,a, 
and Bonsey, Solicitors: Field & Boko2\ Sharpe, Pritchards 
* Co. J. F. C. 



11. TRUSTEE— TRUSTEE ACTi 1898 (o. 58), tt. 81, 82, bO^hi/ant 
tenant in tail in possession — Form and effect of vesting order. 
Where, under the Trustee Act, 1893, an order is made vesting, 
or appointing a person to conyej, the estate of an infant tenant 
in tail in possession, the entail and remainders over are, ipso 
facto, barred. The order in such a case should not, as in 
Seton, p. 1067, Form No. 21, contain a reference to the mode 
of conyeyance under the Fines and Eecoveries Act, but should 
simply vest the land for such estate as the infant, if of full age, 
could convey. In re Montagu. Fabeb v. Montagu. Jan. 16. 
Eekewich J. 

Counsel: Benshaw, Q.C., and G. W. Brahant ; P. 0. Laturence. 
Solicitors : Avison <fc Co., Liverpool ; Greenfield & Crachnall, 

C. C. M. D. 



12, WHL— OOHSTRUCmOH— "Xc^a? disability r A testator 
after giving the income of his residuary estate to his wife for life. 



subject thereto gave a moiety of such estate to his son ; but in 
case such son should at the death of the testator's wife be 
" under any legal disability in consequence whereof he would 
be hindered in or prevented from taking the same for his own 
personal and exclusive benefit," the testator gave the same to 
his said son's wife and children. Just before the death of the 
testator's widow, and while she was in extremis, the son, beinjg 
heavily indebted, applied for and obtained a receiving order and 
an order of adjudication in bankruptcy against himself. But 
within three weeks afterwards both these orders were annulled 
on the ground that they never should have been made:— 
Eeld, that the " legal disability " contemplated by the testator 
was not one arising simply from the voluntary act of his son, 
but one imposed by the law of the land ; and tiiat as the bank- 
ruptcy of the son had been a mere contrivance on his part to 
procure a benefit for his wife and children, he was not under 
any real disability arising therefrom. In re Cabew. Carkw v. 
Cabew. Jan. 15. Stirling J. 

Counsel: Hastings, Q.G., and W, Donaldson Bawlins; Henry 
Fdlows ; Theodore Bibton ; W. G. Fooks ; Grosvenor Woods, Q.C., 
and W. F. Phillpotts; Elgood; G. E, BovilL Solicitors: Bush 
SsMtHor; E. Vemor Miles; Bye A Eyre; E. H Goddard ; Meat 
& Fowler ; Elgood & Moyle ; Bouth, Stacey & Gastle. 

W.W.K 
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NOTICE TO SOLIOITOB& 



WUk ike view of inmring ike greatest pouSble accuracy and 
•apidi^ in the variaue publicationa connected with ike Law 
Sepobts, ike CowncU wiU he obliged^ if ihe Solicitors to whofm 
^g^pUcaium is made hy any Bq^orter acting for ihe Conneil, 
mU a» eocn a$ pomble after appUeaiion furnish ihe neces- 
WTf Papers^togeUier wUh any information in iheir power as to 
Eft« names of ihe various Solicitors engaged in the case. At the 
HMme time^ the Council ihankfuUy admowledge the assistance 
Aey have already received from so many members of the Pro* 
fesncn in fumiAing ihe papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 
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COURT OP APPEAL. 



Beoobd of Business. 



COUBT I. 

Fbidat, January 24. 

{In re Haggertton Eleetian PHiticn, 
Cremer ▼. Lowtee, Appeal from Lawranoe J. DismiBScd. 

Monday, Jaanary 27. 

FoxwOl and Others y. Van Grtiiten, Appeal from YaaghBn Williams J- 

Omr.ads.tmlL 
The Qerwumie, Owners of Oermanie t. Owners of Oumbrm. Appeal 
. from tbe Pmldeat Allowed. 

TrsflDAY, January 28. 

JVioe, WaUter 4t Co,^ Limited t. WM, Appeal from Qiarles J. 

Allofwed. 
lliilco?m T. Armetrong, Appeal from Day J. Part beard. 

Ko. 8.—] 



Wednesday, January 29. 

Malcolm v. Armstrong, Appeal from Day J. Dismissed. 

Crawford y. WHeon, Sons dt Ob. Appeal from Mathew J. Part heard. 

Tbubsday, January 80. 
Crawford w.^ WHeon, Sons & Co, Appeal from Mathew J. Disouased. 



COUBT XL 

Thursday, January 23.1 

ChiQingworth y. ChanAere, Appeal from North J. Cur, adv, vult. 
In re Jordan. Sergeanteon y. Stoku. Appeal from Official Referee's 

report. Part heard. 
In re the same, SanwY.eame. Appeal from same report. Part heard. 
In re the same. Same y. same. Appeal from Kekewich J. Part heard. 
In re (he eame. Same v.eame. Restored after Official Referee's report, 

by order dated May 24, 1894. Part heard. 

Fbiday, January 24. 

In re Jordan, Sergeanteon y. Stokes. Two Appeals from Official 
Referee's report and two appeals from Kekewich J. Part heard. 

Satubday, January 25. 
In re Jordan. Sargeanteon y. Stokes. Settled.! 

Monday, January 27. 
iforrocArs y. SlMe. Appeal from Kekewich J. Part heard. 

Tuesday, January^28. 

Horroeke y . StMm, Appeal from ^Kekewich J. Disnussed. 

In re a Contract between Johnston and Lang^ and the Vendor and Pur- 

chaser Act, 1874. Appeal from Kekewich J. Dimissed. 
Peekv. Ray. Appeal from'Romer J. Pftrt heard, 

Wednesday, January 29. 
North London Commercial Permanent Building Society y. Partes Bank' 

ing Company. Appeal from Chitty J. Inquiry ordered instead 

of particulars. 
KiH^ y. Sdioot Board for Harrogate. Appeal from North J Part 

heard. 



EBBATUM. 
In re Wise, ante p. 4 (6). 



The word '* twenty-one " on p. 5, line] 11 from top, should be 
"twenty-throe." W. L, C. 



During the eiUingi^ths OourU The Weekly Notes teOI be pMished 
on Saturday, and %sill generdOg eompriee Notes of Dedeione up to 
and including thoee of the previous Thursday. AU cases of permanent 
interest noted herein wiR be reported infuU in Thb Law Bepobts. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



•IT^te notee are numbered for conssnienee of reference^ 
e.g. W. N. (96) 1 (7). 



1. ADXntALTT— AOnOV DT BIK-— Joii}<?<^ 0/ pifot as dc 
fmdant. The plaintiffs, the owners of the steamship Cttn^hroi, 
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coniraenced an action in rem against the steamship Qemianic 
for damages by conision. The plaintiflFs then applied to the 
Liverpool District Registrar for liberty to add, as a defendant, 
the pilot who was compnlsorily in charge of the Oermanic at 
the time of the collision. The registrar refused the application ; 
but, on appeal to the President of the Probate, DiTorce, and 
Admiralty Division, the plaintiffs obtained the order on the 
groimd that no difficulty would result from engrafting a claim 
in personam on an action in rem : — Eeld, by the Court of Appeal 
— reversing the decision of the President — that, assuming there 
was jurisdiction, such an order ought not, as a matter of dis- 
ci-etion, to be made, as the trial of the action might be thereby 
embarrassed. Thb Gebmanic. Jan. 27. C. A. (Lord Esher 
3LR., and Lopes and Rigby L.J J.). 

Counsel: Sir Walter* PkUUmore and BuiJer Aspinall; Joseph 
Walton, Q,C., and Alex. D. Bateson. Solicitors : Hill, Dickinson 
^ Co. ; Batesons, Warr Sc Wimshurst T. L. M. 



2. ADXTLTEBATIOK— AHALTSri CSBTUIOATS, tmmCLSSCt 

OrSale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, ss. 6, 18, Schedule. In 
a prosecution under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, 
for selling to a purchaser milk, which was not of the nature, 
substance, and quality of the milk demanded by him, the only 
evidence of adulteration was the analyst's certificate, which stated 
that the sample /submitted to him contained ''the percentage 
of foreign ingredients as under : 5 per cent, of added water." 
Water is one of the constituents of milk, the proportion of water 
to be found therein varying greatly :—Udd, that the certificate 
was bad, because it did not state the whole percentage of water 
found in the sample, so as to enable the magistrate to form his 
own conclusion whether or not water had been added, and 
therefore that he was right in refusing to convict. Fobtunb, 
App.; Haksok, fiesp. Jan. 27. Divisional Court (Wright 
and Kennedy JJ.). 

Counsel: Ma/ymorran; Morton Smith. Solicitors 
Jloare; W. T. MicketU. W. A 



3. BUBiAL esoiFin>--BiniBnr0 upok DisxrixD bubzal 

GBODin) — Land '^ set apaHfor the purposes of interment ^^ — Ex- 
ception in case of land " sold or disposed of under authority of 
Act of Parliament^* — Michael Angelo laylor's Act (57 Geo. 3, 
c. xxix.), ss. 80, 96— Disused Burial Grounds Act, 1884 (c. 72), 
ss, 3, ^—Metropolitan Open Spaces Act, 1881 (c. 34), s. 1 — Open 
Spaces Act, 1887 (c. 32), s. 4. In 1885 land forming part of a 
^suaed buz^l ground, building upon which was prohibited by 
sect. 3 of the Disused Burial G-rounds Act, 1884, was acquired 
by the Commissioniers of Sewers under the powers of 57 Geo. 3, 
c, xxix., for the purpose of widening a street. A portion of 
such land was afterwards resold by the Commissioners as 
surplus land to the defendants, who, with the consent of the 
Charity Commissioners, let it for general building purposes : — 
Held, that the land in question had been "sold under the 
authority of an Act of Parliament," and, by sect. 5 of the Act 
of 1884, was consequently excepted from the operation of that 
Act. Attobnbt-Gxnebal v. The Tbustees of the Lokoqn 
Paboohial Chabitibs. Jan. 29. Stirling J. 
In re The Ecclesiastical Commissioners and the Ne^v City of 



London Brewery Oqmpany*s Contract, [1895] 1 Ch. 702, pre- 
ferred to In re Hie Trustees of St. Saviour's Bectory and Oyler, 
31 Ch. D. 412. 

Counsel: Hastings, Q.C., and Stokes; Sir Walter Fhilli- 
more, Buckley, Q.C., and B. Neville ; B. J. Parker. Solidton . 
M. Webb & Sons ; Bobert Pearce ; Clarke & Blundell. 

G. A. S, 



4, CBIMIBAl LAW— CBXTELXY TO ASJXAJS—' Dom^tic 
animai^'—Tame seargull— Cruelty to Animals Acts, 1849- (c. 92), 
ss. 2, 29, and 1864 (c. 60), s. 3. The respondents were charged, 
under 12 & 13 Vict. c. 92, s. 2, with cruelly ill-treating a tame 
seargull. The bird had been the property of its owner for three 
years, and was used by her in her business as a photographer. 
It was tame, and was kept in a field. One wing having been 
pinioned, it could not fly, but could get out of the field by 
going down a river. It would go to its owner when called, 
and feed from the hand -.—Held, that the sea-gull was not a 
"domestic animal," within the meaning of 12 & 13 Vict. c. 92, 
8. 29, And 17 & .18 Vict. c» 60, s. 3, -and therefore the respon- 
dents could not be convicted. Yates, App. ; Hioonrs Ain> 
OTdERB, Besps. Jan; 25. Divisional Court (Vaughan Williams 
and Wright JJ.). 

Counsel : Colaan. Solicitor : Sydney G. Polhill P. B. H. 



6. EXECUTOB— BBbjji u JE — Appropriation of a>ssets. Executors 
entitled to one-fifth each of a residue, the other three-fifths 
being settled, before final division, transferred securities, since 
risen in value, at the then market price, to one of themselves as 
part of his fifth share : — Held, that though there was no cor- 
responding appropriation in respect of the settled shares, the 
transaction was Valid. In re BiCH abdbon. M obgan v. Biohabd- 
SON. Jan. 29. North J. 

Counsel; Mamskie; William 'Barnard ; Smnfen Eady, Q.C.^ 
and Begg. Solicitors : Nicholson, Graham is Graham, for LyoeH, 
Manchestei' ; Weftem A Sons ; Twisden & Co. D. P. 



6* PABTiTAMmT — BLBOTIOV VSSTnOS — Particulars — 
Offences subseqt^nt to date of petition. Where an election peti- 
tion alleges various specific offences to have been committed by 
the respondent, and further charges him with the commission 
of " other corrupt and illegal practices before, during and after 
the election," it is not competent to the petitioner to include in 
his particulars, or to give evidence of, offences alleged to have 
been committed after the presentation of the petition, unless 
the petition has been duly amended within the time limited for 
amendment. In re Haooebston Elbotion Petition. Gbeheb 
IT. LowLBB. Jan. 23, 24. C. A. (Halsbury, L.C., Lopes and 
Bigby, L.J J.). 

Counsel: Waiis, Q.C, and B. S. Foster; Jelf, Q.C., aUd 
Letvis Coward. Solicitors; H. P. <k J. H. Coth ; Bollit A Sons. 

W. J. B. 



7« FBAGTICB — ^ADDIHO PABTIBB — Pending action — Beceiving 
order in bankruptcy against deferidant^* Change or transmission 
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^ inieregt or UabUUy^-^Offieial rted^m^Carrjfing on proceed'- 
ing6 — Bnlu of Sfipreme Court, Order xvn., r. ir-Banhruptcy 
Act, 1883 (c &2y— Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (c, 71). An official 
xeceiYer in bu^miptoy, having no estate or interest vested in 
him nor any po^ror conferred on him by the Bankruptcy Acts 
of bringing or defending actions^ stands in a different position 
to a trostee in a bankruptcy, or a trustee of any composition or 
scheme in bankruptcy. Accordingly the making, after the 
conxmancemeni of an action, of a receiving order against a 
dwfemdairt; ^does not cause any such change or transmission of 
jnlaseGt or liahiJity mthin the meaning of Order xvn., r. 4, as 
to TCHder.it necessary or desirable that the official receiver 
ahojuld be^ made a party to the action. Such a transmission 
of interest or liability within r. 4 of the order would, how- 
ever, take place when an abjudication order was made, or 
when a oomposiiaon or.sdieme was approved by the Court. 
In re Bbbbt.. DimnKLD v, Bebbt. Jan. 22. Stirling J. 

Counsel: Ingle Joyce; Hastings, Q,C,, and Begg ; Buckley, 
Q.C, and Medd; E. 8. Ford. Solicitors: Walter Murton, 
Duffidd & Bruty; Simpson & Co., for Kelly d; Keene, Mold; 
Moore A Davies, for Leiois A Son, Wrexham. W. W. K. 



8. PSACUGE — COSTS — Partition action — Licumhered shares — 
One set of costs for each, share — Discretion of Court. In a parti- 
tion action the chief clerk had certified that the property was 
divisible into six shares, two of which only were incumbeied : — 
Held, on further consideration, that only one set of costs in 
respect of each share ought to be allowed. Cotton v. Banks, 
[1893] 2 Gh. 221, followed on this point. The time for ascer- 
taining the shares of the persons interested in the property is 
the date of the chief clerk's certificate. The Court has a general 
discretion as to the costs, and as a rule will not allow parties 
representing an incumbered share any additional costs incurred 
by reason of such incimibrance, which, unlike a settlement or 
assignment, creates no further subdivision of a share. Anobll 
V. BoLFK. Jan. 28. Chitty J. 

Counsel: W.M.Cann; Ellis; Cator; T. Douglas. Solicitors: 
Borsley A Weightman ; Boe <fc Wilkie; BadcUffes, Cator & Hood; 
Pattinstm A Brewer. W. C. D. 



8. KbyjuuE — STAMPS — Conveyance on sale — Foreclosure hy 
tjuitaVe mortgagee. An equitable mortgagee by deposit of title- 
deeds brought an action for foreclosure and obtained a decree 
hj which it was ordered (inter alia) that the mortgagor should 
execute an absolute conveyance of all his estate and interest in 
the mortgaged property to the mortgagee : — Held, that the con* 
veyanoe executed under the order of Court by the mortgagor 
was a " conveyance on sale " within the meaning of sect. 54 
of the Stamp Act, 1891, and was chargeable with ad valorem 
duty under the head " Conveyance or transfer on Sale " in the 
first schedule to that Act. Huntington v. Commissioners of 
Inland Bkvinux. Jan. 15, 16. Divisional Court (Wright and 
Kennedy JJ.). 

Counsel: J. E. Bankes ; Sir B. E. Wthster, A.-G., and Danck- 
,«erft. Solicitors: Norris, Aliens A Chapman, for J, Ldbron 
'\Jlttkmon, Liverpool ; Solicitor of Inland Bevenne, W. J. B. 



' 10.* SETTLSMXH^— XXraCfTAHOT — Cestui que trust dead — 
Failure of gift — BesuUing trust By a voluntary settlement in 
1880, E., who was contingently entitled in expectancy as one of 
the next-of-kin of a lunatic, assigned her possible share in his 
personal estate to trustees, upon trust to pay certain capital 
sums to certain named persons, amongst them being 500^ to 
K, and then to hold the residue for the plaintiff. E. pre- 
deceased the lunatic, who died in 1894 intestate and a bachelor. 
In April, 1895, £. wrote to the administrator of the lunatic 
requesting him to pay and transfer her share to the trustees 
of the settlement, and the question now raised was, who was 
entitled to the 6007. settled on E. It was admitted that the 
assignment of a mere expectancy in 1880 was inoperative, and 
that there was no effectual assignment till the letter of con- 
firmation in April, 1895 .—Held, that the settlement could not 
operate in favour of E., who was dead at the time of its con- 
firmation in 1895, which had no retrospective effect ; that the 
500/. did not fall into residue, but that there was a resulting 
trust in favour of E., the settlor. In re Tilt. Lavpbt v. 
ExNNBDT. Jan. 23. Chitty J. 

Counsel : Frank Bussdl ; Btuhleigh ; Champemowne. Solicitor : 
Godfrey H. Fownall. W. C. D. 



11. BOIICITOB — 00SI8 --TaaxUion -Scale fee — « Property ** 
— Grant of easement — Solicitors* Bemuneration Order, 1881, 
Schedule L, Part I. Held, that a new grant of an easement is not 
a conveyance of property within the meaning of Schedule I., 
Part L, to the Solicitors' Bemuneration Order, 1881, and con- 
sequently that the scale fee prescribed by that schedule does 
not apply to such a grant. In re Sander's Skttlbmbnt. 
Jan. 80. North J. 

Decision of Eay J. in In re Stewart (41 Ch. D. 494) followed. 

Counsel: W. Baker; J. Gent. Solicitors: W. A. Blaxland; 
Withall, Trotter A Patteson. W. L. C. 



18. 80LIGIT0S— MISOQllDXrOT— i^j; parte order obtained for 
dient — Client alleged lunatic — Pending petition for inquisition — 
Non-disclosure hy solicitor — Costs. The decisions in Hartley v. 
Gilbert (18 Sim. 596) and Beall v. Smith (L. B. 9 Ch. 85) do not 
amount to a holding that a solicitor (who believes his client to 
be sane) cannot take proceedings in the name of the client if 
he knows that a petition in lunacy has been presented against 
him, but only that in a proper case the Court will when 
informed of the petition direct a stay of proceedings pending 
the completion of the inquiry. A solicitor, believing his client 
to be of sound mind, obtained an order for her on an ea; parte 
application without disclosing the fact that a petition in lunacy 
was pending against her. She was subsequently found to be 
of unsound mind. Upon an application to discharge the 
order : — Held, that the solicitor had not been guilty of such 
professional misconduct as to make him liable for the costs. 
In re GiORGB Abmstbono & Sons. Jan. 25. Stirling J. 

Counsel: Buckley, Q.C., and H. Fellows; Huttings, Q.C., and 
G^Oey. Solicitors : Kii\g, Wigg A Co., for George Armstrong A 
Sons, Newcastle-on-Tyne ; J. E. & H, Scott, for G. B. Wilson, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne. ^ Q. A. S. 
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13. yOLTJlTTABT E(maTr-—iaMaX&--B€8ignation-^W%th' 
drawal before acceptance. The members of a voluntary trade 
protection society became such by election, and paid an annual 
subscription, in return for which they were entitled to legal 
assistance for the purposes of their trade. The rules contained 
no provision about the retirement of members. The members 
incurred no obligation beyond the payment of their sub- 
scriptions. A member wrote to the secretary resigning his 
membership, and, before receiving any acceptance of his re^sig- 
nation, he wrote again withdrawing his resignation. The 
committee insisted that he had ceased to be a member. Upon 
a motion by the member for an injunction to restrain the com- 
mittee and the* secretary of the society from excluding him 
from membership: — Held (reversing the decision of Keke- 
wich J.), that the plaintiff was at liberty to resign at any 
time and that no acceptance of his resignation was necessary, 
but that he ceased to be a member on the receipt of his letter 



of resignation by the committee, and could not become a 
member again without re-election. The injunction granted 
by Kekewich J. was accordingly dissolved. Finch v. Oake 
Jan. 22, 0. A. (Lindley, Kay and A. L. Smith L.JJ.). 

Counsel: H. Terrell; Warrington, <?.C'., and Charles ChurcL 
Solicitors: C, 0. Fook; Maitlands, Feckham <fc Co. W. L. C. 



14. WILL— COVSTBTTGnOV — Bequest to plant trees. A bequest 
of money to be laid out in planting trees on an estate of which 
the testator was tenant for life : — Held, primarily for the benefit 
of the owners for the time being and payable to persons who 
were absolutely entitled to the estate. In re Bowbs. £akl 
Stratboiorb v. Vans. Jan. 25. North J. 

Counsel: Crackanthorpe, Q.C, and Samuel Dickinson; G. A. 
Watson; W. B, Heath; Foster Cooke. Solicitors: JRoufdiffes, 
Bawle <fc Co. ; Western & Sons ; Minet Harvie & Co, . D. P. 
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KOnOE TO 80IJ0IT0B& 



Wtih the view of insuring t\e greatest pomble accuracy and 
rapidUg in the wmom pMicatiom connected with the L^w 
Repostb, ihe CoiUMilwiU he obliged, if the SdUdtors to whom 
a^Ucaiion i» made by any Bitter acting for the Council, 
will as soon a$ possible afUr application furnish the neces- 
sary JPapers^ together tot A any informcUion in their power as to 
ike names of the various SoUcUors engaged in the case. At the 
usme time, ihe CouneU\thankfuttp acknowledge the assistance 
ihey have already received from so many mernbers of the Pro- 
fession in furnishing Ae papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 



TABLE OP OASES. 



Akdbews v. Hogkfobd O.A. 12 

ATKnreoK V. Matob of Gablisle .... Div. Gt. 12 
Chbbt Ghuboh (Yioab ofI East Greehwioh, Ek part^ 

North J, 11 

CuBUOM 9. Kato C.i4. 12 

Ingham, In re. Lawe's Ghemioal ULlkubb Gompaitt v. Inoham 

Stirling J. 12 

KiBBT V. School Boabd iob Hasbooatb • . . C. il. 12 

Bat, Jn re C.A. 12 



COURT OP APPEAL. 



Becord of Business. 
COURT I. 

Fbidat, January 31. 

Jfi re Salomon, Exjparte A. Salomon & Co. Appeal from Mr. Begii- 

trar Giffard. Postponed. 
In re F, S, A. Devas, Ex -parte Ogieidl Beoeiver, Appeal from 

YaQghan Williams J. Dumissed. 
Macrory t. GMen. Appeal from Wright J. Part heard. 

Monday, Febmary 3. 
BrotherUm y. Sharplee. Appeal from Lawrance J. Allowed. 
BwHendlt t. Torke and Another. Appeal from Lawranoo J. Allowed 
Bennett & Co, y. Condiet. Appeal from Hawkins J. Dismissed. 

Tuesday, February 4. 

Tagart, Beaton & Co. y. Forelind and Another. Appeal from Cave J* 

Dismissed. 
Maerory y. Gibbon. Appeal from Wright J. Dismissed. 

Wednesday, Febmary 5. 
Cttbiion y. Mayo. Appeal from Day J. Judgment yaricd . 
Guiierbuek y. Taylor and Another. Appeal from Lord Chief Justice 
and Grantham and Yaoghan Williams JJ. Part heard. 

Thubsdat, February 6. 

Clutterlmeh y. Taylor and Another. Appeal from Lord Chief Justice 
and Grantham and Yaughan Williams JJ. Postponed. 

Beynard y. Biting and Another. Appeal from Mathew J. Dismissed. 

Braz V. Ffookt. Appeal from Lord Chief Justice and Grantham and 
Yaughan Williams JJ. Part heard. 



COURT II. 

Thxtbsdat, January 80. 

Xtr5y V. SehoA Board for Harrogate. Appeal from North J. Part 
heard. 

Ko. 4.— 1896. 



EttUley y. Norih Ea$tem Batlway Company. Appeal fiox North J. 
Part heard. 

FaroAY, January 31. 

Kirhy y. School Board for Harrogate. Appeal from North J. Diil- 

missed. 
Emdey v. North Eastern Bailtoay Company. Appeal from North J. 

Cur. adv. vuU, 

Monday, February 3. 

James y. Buena Ventura Nitrate Orounde Syndieaie^ Limited. Appea 

from Cbitty J. Allowed. 
Lunacy matter. In re Bay. 
Peek v. Bay.. Appeal from Bomer J. Part heard. 

Tuesday, February 4. 

Peek y. Bay, Hearing concluded. Cur. adv. rndt. 

In re Hubtmek. Hart y. Stone. Appeal from Stirling J. Allowed. 

Miller Y. Codins. Appeal from Stirling J. Part heard. 

Wednesday, February 5. 

Tyers y. Tyers. In re Brougham. Brougham y. Brougham. Appeal 

from Kekewich J. Allowed on terms. 
Carter y. Dove. Appeal from Gorell Barnes J. Dismissed. 
MUler y. CoUint. Appeal from Stirling J. Part heard. 



ERBATUM. 
Page 10, colunin 2, line 14, for Botediffes. Bawle Jk Co., read Young^ 



Janee d: Co. 



During the sitting of the CourU The Weekly Notes will he published 
on Saturday, and wHl generally eomprise Notes of Decisions up to 
and induding those of the previous Thursday. All eases of permanent 
interest noted herein wiU he reported in full in The Law Bepobts. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These notes are numbered for eonvenienoe of reference, 
e.g W. N. (96) 1 (11). 



1. CEUECE BITILBIHO ACTS — OHUBCH LAHD TAXEK BT 
PUBLIC BOBT TJKDEB STATITTOBT P0WEB8 — Application of 
purchase-money — Powers of Ecclesiastical Commissioners — 8 d; 4 
Vict. c. 60, 8. 19. In 1846 a piece of land was, under the 
authority and for the purposes of the Church Building Acts, 
Yoluntarily granted in fee to the Commissioners for building 
new churches, to be devoted when consecrated to ecclesiastical 
purposes for ever. On a part of the land a church was afteiv 
wards erected, and the whole was inclosed. The church was 
consecrated in 1849, but the remainder of the indosare was not 
consecrated, it not being intended to use it for burials. In 
1882 the then vicar borrowed 6007. from the Governors of 
Queen Anne's Bounty for the purpose of purchasing a house 
for a vicarage house. The repayment of the 600/., with interest, 
was secured by a mortgage to the Governors of the glebe, tithes^ 
and other emoluments of the vicarage. The capital was to be 
repaid by thirty yearly instalments of 20'. each. In 1891 the 
London County Council under their statutory powers pur- 
chased from the then vicar a portion of the church indosure. 
The purchase-money was paid into Court and the land pur- 
chased was conveyed by the vicar to the County Counoil in 
December, 1892. In June, 1895, the Ecclesiastical Commia- 
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sioners (who were the snccessors of the Chtuch Building Com- 
missioners), purporting to act under the powers conferred on 
them by sect. 19 of 3 & 4 Vict. c. 60, and with the consent of 
the donors of the land granted in 1846, executed a document 
by which they directed that 250/. of the fund in Court should 
be applied in part payment of the principal remaining due on 
the mortgage to Queen Anne's Bounty, and that the residue of 
the fund should be applied in paying the cost of certain repairs 
to the church. On a summons by the vicar, asking that the fund 
in Court might be paid out in accordance with this direction of 
the Commissioners : — HM, that, notwithstanding the consecra- 
tion of the church, the Commissioners had power under sect. 19 
to give the direction, and that, although, if the present yicar 
continued vicar till the end of the period of thirty years fixed 
for the payment of the mortgage debt, the whole of the amount 
remaining unpaid must be paid by him, the proposed applica- 
tion of the 250/. was a proper one under sect. 19. Payment out 
as asked by the summons was accordingly ordered. Ex parte 
ViCAB OF Chr-bt Chuboh, Eabt Gbbenwioh. Feb. 4. North J. 
Counsel: Dibdin; Kenyan Parker, Solicitors: Saw & Son; 
Solicitor to London County Council, W. L. C. 



2. COUKTY OOUBT — OOBTS — Fees to counsel In a taxation 
of costs in a county court on the higher scale, the special item 
No. 86, which is allowable to counsel where there is no local 
bar in, or within twenty miles of, the court town, can only \)e 
allowed once in the same case, although the counsel engaged 
may have been present in court on more than one occasion. 
(See Annual County Court Practice, p. 318.) Atkinson v. 
Mayor of Carlislb. Feb. 4. Divisional Court (Lawrance 
and Collins JJ.). 

Counsel: Cjivanagh, Solicitors: Nicholson^ Graham & 
Graham, for SgoU, Carlisle. W. J. B. 



3. OOXTHTT OOUBT — 006T3 — Solicitor and client — Taxation-r- 
County Courts Act, 1888 (c. 43), «. 118. Sect. 118 of the County 
Courts Act, 1888, does not render taxation of costs and charges 
incurred in the county court as between solicitor and client a 
condition precedent to the solicitor's right to recover such costs 
and charges from the client, when there has been no applica- 
tion for taxation by the client, and the time within which 
taxation can be claimed has gone by. Cubison v. Mato. 
Feb. 5. C. A. (Lord Esher M.R., Lopes and Rigby L.JJ.). 

Counsel: Moresby; Harry Dobb. Solicitors: E. Chester; 
A. E, Cubison. E. L. 

4« LTJKAOY — SETTLED ESTATE — LuncUic tenant for life — 
Committee — Sale of lunatic's property under Settled Land Acts — 
Conveyance — Covenants for title by Committee— Settled Land 
Act, 1882 (<J. 88), «. 62^Lun<icy Act, 1890 (c. 6), ss, 120, 124. 
Sect. 124 of the Lunacy Act, 1890, enabling ihe committee of a 
lunatic on his behalf to execute and do all such assurances and 
things for giving eflfect to any order under the Act as the 
judge directs, must be construed as giving the Court jurisdic- 
tion to authorize a committee who is selling the lunatic's 
property under an order in that behalf, not only to convey 
the same on his behalf, but also on his behalf to enter into 
with the purchaser the covenants usual and proper in such 
a conveyance, including the ordinary covenants for title. In 



re Fox (a Lunatic), 83 Ch. D. 37, is not a decision that in no 
case can the Court authorize the committee of a climatic t» 
enter into any covenants on his behalf. In re Bat. F^l 
C. A. (Lindley, Kay, and A. L. Smith L. JJ.). 

Counsel: Crackanthorpe, Q,C., and Borthwick. SoUdlmE 
Blunt & Co. ' W. W. K 

6. FBACnOE— OHIEF CUaUTS CEBTIFICATS — VariaHo^" 

Time— Extension-— Rules of Court, 1883, Order LV., rr. 6&a., 67, 
70, 71. An appointment before a chief clerk to sign the certii- 
cate is a purely formal matter, and need not be attended hj 
either party. The plaintiff alone attended such an appointmefit 
The certificate was not then signed, but was handed to the plno- 
tiff for some necessary alteration, and by him passed to the defeih 
dants who had the carriage of the proceedings. The defendiolK 
made the alteration and returned the certificate to the chief 
clerk's office. It was then signed and filed without any further 
appointment being made. The plaintiff, being unaware that 
the certificate had been filed, allowed the time for moving to 
vary it to elapse, and now applied for an extension of time :— 
Held, that plaintiff had no right to rely upon another appoint- 
ment being made, and that no extension of time could be 
granted. In re Inoham. Lawe's Chemical Mahuse Com- 
pany, Limited v. IimHAM. Jan. 28, 31. Stirling J. 

Counsel: C, Church; Hastings, Q.C, and Kenyan Barker, 
Solicitors : Walter B. Styer ; Rollit & Sans, for Brown, WUkim 
A Scott, Wakefield. Q. A. & 

6. FBAOTIOE — COSTS — Shorthand notes — Motion for new triJ 
— Summing up of judge. Application having been made, oa 
behalf of the successful party on a motion for judgment or i 
new trial of the action, that the costs of a shorthand writei^s 
notes of the sunmiing up of the judge at the trial might be 
allowed: Lord Esheb M.R. (having consulted all the other' 
judges of the Court of Appeal) said that there was no hard and ' 
fast rule that such costs would never be allowed, but they 
would be allowed only in very exceptional cases. The present 
case was not an exceptional one, and therefore the costs would 
not be allowed. Andrews v. Mookfobd. Jan. 31. C. A. 
(Lord Esher M.B., and Lopes dud Bigby L.JJ.) 

Counsel: Astbury, Q,C,; F. M, Abrahams, Solicitors: ^Vtf»» 
& Fopham ; M. Abraliams, Sons & Co. W. L. C. 

7. PUBLIO BODT-^OXPULSOBT TOIWeSM— Purchase of land 
by agreement — Restrictive covenant — School Board — Elemeniarjf 
Education Act, 1870 (c. 76), ss. 19, 20. A school board purchased 
by agreement a piece of kmd for the purpose of building a school 
thereon. The board took with notice of a restrictive covenant 
as to building which it was assumed they had infringed : — Hdd, 
affirming North J., that the board, having acquired the land for 
the purposes of the Elementary Education Act, 1870, were not 
liable to an action for breach of covenant, and that the only 
remedy of the covenantee was compensation under sect. 68 of 
the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (c. 18). Eirbt r. 
School Bo ABD FOB. Habbooate. Jan. 31. C. A. (Lindley, Eay, 
and A. L. Smith L. JJ.). 

Counsel: Vernon Smith, Q,C., and Curtis Price; Stvinfen 
Eady, Q.C., and MickUm, Solicitors: Foyer & Hordern, for 
Ward & Sons, Leeds; Corbin & Greener, for E. Raworth, Ha^ 
rogate. H. C. J. 
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With ike ffiew of intaring ike greatest possible accuracy and 
rapaUif in the various publications connected with the Law 
JRepobts, ihe Council will be Migedy if the Solicitors to whom 
applicaUon is made by any Exporter acting for the Council, 
mU as soon as possible after applicaiion furnish the neces- 
sary Papers f together with any information in their power as to 
ike names of ihe tfarious Solicitors engaged in the ease. At the 
tame time, the Council ihar^fully acknowledge the assistance 
{key have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fesnon tn fumiAing ihe papers rehired to prepare accurate 
reports. 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 



Begobd of Business. 



COURT I. 

Friday, February 7. 

Drax T. F/ooks. Appeal from Lord Chief Joiiice and Grantham and 

Yaaghan WilliamB JJ. DiflmiaBed. 
Hunty Coxdk Co.Y. Chamberlain. Appeal from Mathew J. DiBmiaaed. 
Copping y. Kennard. Appeal from Wright J. Part heard. 

Monday, February 10. 

Copping y. Kennard. Appeal from Wright J. DiBmissed. 

8dey A C0.9 Limited y. Lage. Appeal from Mathew J. DismlBBed. 

Freeman and Others y. Sawndere. Appeal from Lawranco J. Order 

varied. 
The Qiieen on ihe proaeeution of Robert Chapman y. Incorporated Law 

Society. Appeal from Wright and Kennedy JJ. Dismiaaed. 
Dvfand Others y. Bridges and Another. Appeal from two orders of 

Caye and Lawranoc J J. Dismiaaed. 

No. 6.— 1896. 



Fartons y. Arnold. Appeal from Lawrauce J. Dismiaaed. 

Atkins and Others v. Graham. Appeal from Lawrance J. Dismissed. 

Tuesday, February 11. 

CaUender v. CaUender. Appeal from order of Collina J. Allowe;?. 

Broum y. Barrett. Application for judgment or new trial. Dis- 
missed. 

RatsdL y. NotcuU. Application for judgment or new trial. Dis- 
missed. 

Wednesday, February 12. 

Mar^h v. Ashnrtt. Application for judgment or new trial. Allowed. 

Thursday, February 13. 

GatkeU and AnoUier y. Gosling. Appeal from the Lord Chief Justice. 

Cur. adv. vult. 
Pilman y. Norris. Appeal from Mathew J. Part heard. 



COURT II. 

Thubsday, February 6. 
Appeal from' Stirling J. 



Hearing concluded. 



Miller y. CMins. 

Car. adv. vulL 
Jones Brothers A Co. y. /. MaUworth <ft Sons. Appeal from Y.-C. of 

County Palatine of Lancaster. Withdrawn. 
In re WhaUey. Whalley y. Lancashire. Appeal from Y.-C. of County 

Palatine of Lancaster. Dismissed. 
Norton y. Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire BaUway Company. 

Appeal from Y.-C. of County Palatine of Lancaster. Allowed. 
Walker y. Dodds. Appeal from Y.-C. of County Palatino of Lancaster. 

Part heard. 

Fbiday, February 7. 



Walker r. Dodds. 
Part heard. 



Appeal from V.-C. of County Palatine of Lancaster. 



During the sitting of the Courts The Weekly Notes imS he pMished 
on Saturday, and will generally comprise Notes of Decisions up to 
and inehtding those of the previous Thuraday. AU eases of permanent 
interest noted herein wiU be reported infuU in The Law Befobtb. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These notes are numbered for eonvenienee of reference^ 
e.g. W. N. (96) 1 (13). 



1. ADULTE&ATIOV— OEBTDnCATB OF AXALYVS^Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, 1876 (c. 63), «. 21. Upon the hearing 
of an information under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, 
for selling milk which had been adulterated, the certificate of 
an analyst was produced which stated that six parts of water 
had been added to eyery hundred parts of milk. The defendant 
did not require that the analyst should be called as a witness 
under sect. 21, but tendered himself to be examined under that 
section, and gave eyidence to shew that no water had been 
added to the milk: — Hdd, that the certificate of the analyst 
was not conclusiye, but that the question waskpne of fact for the 
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justices. Hewitt v, Taylor. Feb. 10. Divisional Court 
(Lindley and Kay L. JJ.). 

Counsel: W, G, Clay; F. O. Newbolt Solicitors: F. C. 
HultoUy Preston ; Emmet, Son & Co., for Fletcher, Mossley. 

A. P. P. K 



2. ADTJLTERATIOK— lUOT 07 HUE 70B TAKIKO PBOGEED- 
IHOS — Proceedings for giving a false warranty — Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 1876 (c. 63), s. ^—Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1879 
(c. 30), «. 10. Where a sununons is issued against an original 
vendor of a perishable article under sect. 27 of the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act, 1875, for giving a false warranty in writing to 
a purchaser in respect of an article of food, it is not necessary 
that the proceedings should be taken within twenty-^ight days 
from the time of purchase of the food for test purposes. Cook 
V. White. Feb. 10. Divisional Court (Lindley andiKay L.JJ.). 

Counsel: Macmmran, Q.C, Solicitor: Stanley Hoare, 

A. P. P. K. 

3. OOMFAHT— DECEASED MEMBER — Allotment of new shares 
^-Option — Legal personal representative — Companies Act, 1862, 
Table A, art. 27. A "member" of a limited company may 
include a person whose name is on the register of shareholders 
though he is no longer living ; so that the legal personal repre- 
sentative of a deceased member whose name remains on the 
register may, in exercise of an option given to members, claim an 
allotment of new shares created by a resolution of the company 
passed in the member's lifetime, notwithstanding that the 
resolution giving the option to "members" may have been 
passed after his death. Jambs v. Bueka Yenttjba Nitbatb 
Gbounds Syndicate, Limited. Feb. 3. C. A. (Lord Herschell, 
A. L. Smith and Bigby L.JJ.). 

Counsel: Byrne, Q.C, and JB. J, Parker; Farwell, Q.C, and 
Methold, Solicitors : Parker, Garrett & Parker ; Budd, Johnson 
A Jecks. G. L F. C. 



4. DISEASES OE AITIMALS ACT— ENFOBCEMENT 07 ACT— 

Bight of private person to sue for penalties — 57 & 58 Vict. c. 57. 
A private individual has the right to sue for penalties under 
the Diseases of Animals Act, 1894, and the Orders made under 
that Act, and the right to enforce such Act and Orders is not 
confined to the local ftuthority. The Queen v. Stewabt. 
Feb. 10. Divisional Court (Lindley and Kay L. J J.). 

Counsel: Commins ; Bartley, Solicitors: «/. & B. Gole, for 
Dixon & Syers, Liverpool ; Sydney G. Polhill. A. P. P. K 



6. EXEOUTOB — SXFBETT — Betainer — Fund in Court — Be- 
ceiver — Indemnity. An executor, who had, as surety, joined 
with his testator in a promissory note to secure a debt of the 
testator's to his bankers, was, in a creditors' action for adminis- 
tration of the testator's estate, which was insolvent, held, 



entitled to retain the amount to which he, the executor, was 
liable as surety on the promissory note, out of legal assets in 
Court or in the hands of the receiver in the action, notwith- 
standing the executor's claim had not been made until sabee- 
quently to the chief clerk's certificate. In re Giles. Jomeb v. 
PXHNIFATHBB. Feb. 12. E:ekewich J. 

In re Harrison, Laiimer v. Harrison. 82 Ch. D. 396, dis- 
cussed. See 1 Williams on Executors, 9th ed. pp. 893-4, and 
Seton on Decrees, 5th ed. p. 1286. 

Counsel: Warrington, Q.C, and Sebastian; Benshaw, Q.C, 
and Wa^gett. Solicitors: Kingsford, Dorman dk Co., for J, 
Brannon, New Eomney ; Warren, Murton <fc Miller, for HaUdt, 
Creery & Co., Ashford, Kent. G. I. F. C. 



6. VACTOBT ACTS — CHILD — Cleaning machinery. By the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1878 (c. 16), s. 9, " a child shall not 
be allowed to clean any part of the machinery in a factory while 
the same is in motion by the aid of steam, water, or other 
mechanical power " : — Held, that the word " same " meant " the 
machinery " and not the " part " ; so that the section prohibited 
a child from being allowed to clean the fixed part, not in motion, 
of a machine in motion. Peabson, App. ; Belgian Millb 
Company, Besps. Feb. 11. * Divisional Court (Lindley and 
Kay L. JJ.). 

Counsel: Henry Sutton. Solicitor: The Solicitor of thi 
Treasury. W. A, 



7« LOCAL GOYEBEMEHT — COUNTT OOlnrGIL — Bye-iato-^ 
Using profane or ohsceftie language. By a bye-law made by a 
county council, " No person shall in any street or public place ox 
on land adjacent thereto sing or recite any profane or obscene 
song or ballad or use any profane or obscene language " : — Hdd, 
that the bye-law was bad, since even if the words " or on land 
adjacent thereto," which were clearly too wide, were struck 
out, it still went too far in not providing that the act must ho 
done so as to cause annoyance. Stbiokland v. Hates. Feb. 12. 
Divisional Court (Lindley and Kay L.JJ.). 

Counsel: Crump, Q.C; -ChanneU, Q.C, and Brook^LitHe^ 
Solicitors: Tree, Worcester; Clarke A Blundell, for Thorndy^ 
Worcester. A. P. P. K 



8. LOCAL GOYEENIEENT— PABOCHIAL ELECTOB — Ot£m^ 

ship — Married Woman — Local Government Act, 1894 (c. 73)J 
A married woman is not qualified by reason of her ownershf 
of property within a parish to be a parochial elector ; for th 
provision of sect. 43 of the Local Government Act, 1894, il 
favour of married women does not create a new qualification 
So held, afi&rming the decision of the Divisional Court, reportei 
[1896] 1 Q. B. L Dbax v. Ffooks. Feb, 7. C. A. (LoK 
Esher M.R., Lopes and Rigby L.JJA^ ^ 
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Counsel: (7. Dodd, Q.C., and A. Macmorran; Boydell 
Hmghkm. Solidtora : Bdl, Brodrick Sc Qray, for Parker, Bland- 
foid; Bobim, Hay & Co., for E, Archdall F/ooks, Sherborne. 

E,L. 



9. XETSOPOUS XiJrAGEMENT— GSHZRAL LINS 07 BITILD- 
niG6. One of a continnous row of houses in a street in the 
metropolis, having in front forecourts forty feet deep and at the 
back gardens ninety feet deep, was pnlled down, and a new 
street was made upon its site at right angles to the existing 
street The owner of the adjoining house, having without the 
consent of the London County Council begun to erect buildings 
upon his forecourt and garden fronting upon the new street 
and projecting beyond the general line of buildings in such 
street, was summoned under sect. 75 of the Metropolis Manage- 
ment Act, 1862:— 5eZrf, that having regard to the size of the 
forecourt and garden the owner was not entitled to build upon 
them beyond the general line of buildings of the new street. 
LoNDOH CoTHTTY COUNCIL V. Pbyob. Feb. 10. Divisional 
Court (Lawrance and Collins JJ.). 

Lord Auckland V. Westminster District Board of Works, L. R. 
7 Ch. 597, distinguished. 

Counsel: Avory and Daldy ; M'Cail, Q.C., and MacTnorran, 
Q.C. Solicitors: Blaxland; Edell & Gordon, J. P. C. 



\0. FB01II880BT HOTB— "OH DBllAin) "— Jfo^ttnYy— (?t/^— 
Benunciaiion— Bills of Excha/nge Act, 1882 (c. 61), ss, 62, 89. A 
pnnnissory note payable " on demand " is " at maturity " imme- 
diately upon its being made, and therefore, imder sects. 62 and 
I 89 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, the holder of the note, 
in desiring to renounce all rights in it when delivering it to 
any person other than the acceptor, must make his renuncia- 
tion in writing, a verbal renunciation being in that case in- 
sofSdent. Edwabds v. Waltsbs. Jan. 81. Eekewich J. 
I Counsel: BramweU Davis, Q.C, and Griffith Jones; Ben- 
I show, Q.C, and W. D. Bawlins, Solicitors: Minshall, Parry- 
\ Jones <fc Co., for 8mit?^ Owen & Davies, Aberystwith; Bobbins, 
Bming A Co., for C. Owen, Pwllheli, Carnarvon. 

G. I. F. C. 



11. BTAlfP ACT— mrSTAXFED VWmXSl— Evidence. In an 
faction for money lent, an unstamped promissory note signed by 
the defendant was put into his hands in the course of cross- 
examination for the purpose of refreshing his memory and 
obtaining from liim an admission of the loan : — Held, that the 
plaintiff was entitled to use the note for that purpose notwith- 
standing the provision of the Stamp Act, 1891, that an instru- 
ment not duly stamped " shall not be given in evidence or be 
avaUable for any purpose whatever." Bibohall v. Bullouoh. 
Feb. 12. Divisional Court (Wright and Bruce J J.). 

Counsel: Loehnis; B. V. Bankes. Solicitors: Woodcock, 
Ryland & Parker; Bowcliffes it Bawle. J. F. C. 



12. TEAICWAY — ^TICKET — Bye-law — Passenger losing tickei 
and reusing to pay fa/re. By the bye-laws of a tramway com^ 
pany, every passenger when required was to deliver up his ticket 
or pay the fare legally demandable for the distance travelled 
over by him, and any person committing any breach of the by^ 
laws was made liable to a penalty. A passenger having paid 
his fare and inadvertently thrown away the ticket that he 
received was unable to deliver it up when required, and 
declined to pay the fare over again :—5c7<^, that the fare was 
legally demandable, and that the passenger had committed a 
breach of the bye-law. Hanks v. Bbidgman. Feb. 10. Divi- 
sional Court (Lindley and Kay L.J J.). 

Counsel: C W. Mathews and C F. Gill Solicitor: Hugh C. 
God/ray. A, P. P. K, 



13. WILL — GOHBIBirOTION — Legacy to persons who should have 
been in testator's employment for more than a specified time. A 
testator by his will directed his trustees " to pay to each man 
who shall have been in my employ over ten years the sum of 101. 
for each year's service beyond the said ten years " : — Held, that 
a man who had been in the testator's employment for fifteen 
years, but had left his employment before the date of the will, 
and was not in his employment at the time of his death, 
was entitled to a legacy of 50?. In re Shabland. Feb. L 
North J. 

Counsel: Swinfen Eady, Q.C, and Tanner; Costdloe ; Curtis 
Price; Vernon Smith, Q.C, and Bardswell ; Medd; L. Byland, 
Solicitors: Letts Brothers; A. Herhelet ; Tarde & Loader; 
Maples, Teesdale <fc Co. W. L. C 



14. wnir—COirSTBXrCTIOH— Power to postpone sale and cot^ 
version of estate— Property ''not actually producing income"*-^ 
Tenant for life and remainderman. The will of a testator 
contained the ordinary clause empowering his trustees to post- 
pone the sale and conversion of his estate and declaring that 
the income thereof previous to the conversion should be applied 
as if it were income arising under investments authorized by 
the will. Then foUowed this proviso: "But no property not 
actually producing income which shaU form part of my estate 
shall be treated as producing income or as entitling any party 
to the receipt of income." There was a debt, due to the testator 
at the time of his death,' which could not be got in ; and the 
trustees took from the debtor as security for it a third mort- 
gage upon certain policies of insurance on his life. The debtor 
died in the lifetime of a lady who was tenant for life under the 
will, and the trustees, who had received neither principal nor 
interest during his life, realized their security, with the result 
that, after payment of the prior charges, they received a sum 
which was less than the amount due by all the interest and 
some of the capital '.—-Held (reversing the decision of Stirling J.), 
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(1) that according to the rule ot the Court this sum represenie 1 16. WILL— IHVESTMEiri CLAXTSE — Tn^t far sale — Power 
the arrears of interest as well as the capital, and (2) that it , to postpone sale, A direction to inyest in the names of tros- 
must be treated as property actually producing income within ^ tees does not authorize investment in securities to bearer, of 
the meaning of the proviso, and must be apportioned between a class otherwise authorized. A power in a will to postpone 
the tenant for life and the remainderman in the proportion the conversion of securities directed to be sold : — Hdd, not to 
that the interest due from the date of the mortgage bore to the authorize postponement for a definite time, and not to be 
capital thereby secured. In re Hubbuck. Habt v. Stoke. ; vested in a majority of trustees. In re Both. Goldbebakb i\ 
Feb. 4. C. A. (Lindley, Kay and A. L. Smith L.J J.). j Roth. Feb. 12, North J. 

Counsel : 0. L. Clare ; Cann ; Stallard, Solicitors : Few & Counsel : Upjohn ; Fellows ; Oore Browne ; Capron, Soli- 
Ob., for A, J. Hart, Eastbourne ; F» J. Evan Jones ; Stones, citors : Morley, Shirreff & Co, ; Lattey & Hart ; CampbeU, JReeves 
Mmris & Stone, W. W. K. & Hooper. D. P. 
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NOTICE TO BOUCITOBa 



:: With the view of inmring ike greatest posMle accuracy and 
-rajpdity in the various pMicatione connected with the Law 
Bdokts, ihe Council wtU he obliged, if the Sdicitors to whom 
ajppUcalion ie made hy any Beporter acting for the Council, 
wiU as soon as possible after application furnish the neces- 
sary Papers^ together with any information in (heir power as to 
the names of the various Solicitors engag^ in the case. At the 
same time^ the Council thankfully acknowledge the assistance 
they have already received from so many mefnbers of the Pro- 
festion in furnishing tiie papers required to pirepaire accurate 
reports. 



TABLE OF CASES. 

GOLLMAH V. ROBBBTS Div. CL 

CcLLnre v. Guluno and Kioholbon . . .Jeune Pres, 
Hanoogk, In re, Maloouc v. Hasoouk . Kekewioh /. 

Habdakeb v. Idlb Dutbiot Counoil . . • ,0. A. 
Hufp, Tabn and Oobdaob Company, In re. Hindlbt's Oasb 

Vaughan WiOiamB J, 
JoRHntMn'B T bu w bbb v. Hatiland and Otkbbs • ,H.L, 
Kma V. Eabt London Watebw ores Coiipant • Div, Ot, 
Land S boubi t ab s Goiipant, Inre , . Vaughan WiUiamB J. 

LmDELL 9. LOFTHOUBl . 

Lowe v, Volp 



Philufs v. Etanb. 
Tbwaitbs v. Goui;thwaitb 

WabBILL V, LSGGATT 
WmUHB V, WlLKINB 



Div. a. 

Div.OL 
Div. Ct. 

OhittyJ. 

EomerJ. 
.O.A. 
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18 
19 
19 

17 
19 
20 
18 
18 
20 
19 
18 
18 
19 



COURT OF APPEAL 



Beoobd of Business. 



COURT I. 

Fbidat, February 14. 

(kukAamdAuMerY.QwiUng. Appeal from the liord Chief Jiutioe. 

Omr. ado. vuU, 
Swyny Y. North JEkutem Baihoay Company. Appeal from Pdlook B. 

DiBDiiflBed. 
PUman y. Norris. Appeal from Mathew J. Dismiflsed. 
Tkonku and Another t. Sldrid. Appeal from Lawrance J. I>is- 

nuBBed. 

Monday, February 17. 

Hardaker and Another y. Idle DiOrid OouneH and Another. Applica- 

tioii for JBdgment or new trial. Allowed. 
Qorland ▼. Howard (^Fairhead, olaimant). Appeal from Lawranoe J. 

Allowed. 
Aiasww.Lsy. Appeal from Lawranoe J. DiamiflBed. 
BeiUsgerY.OtmdouUi. Appoal from FoUook B. Fart heard. 

No. 6.— 1886. 



Tubbday, Febmary 18, 

LomiiBoth A Co., Limited y. Toysan, Townund A Co* Appeal from 
Hathew J. Appeal and oiOBB-appeal dioniBsed. 

Wednbsday, Febmary 19. 

Turner v. Roberts. Appeal from Wright J. DiBmisBed. 
Dove and Others Y.BeU. Appeal from WIUb J. Dismiflsed. 
TomUneon y. Broadsmiih and Another. Appeal from Kennedy J. Part 
heard. 

Thursday, February 20. 

TonUinson r. Broadmith and Another. Appeal from Kennedy J. 
Allowed. 



COURT IL 



Wednesday, February 19. 

WUkins y. WiUcins. Application for extension of time for moving for 

new trial. Granted on terms. 
Hod^^iOfi y. De Vesey. Application to extend time for payment of 

coBta. Befosed. 
In re J. Hisooe. Hiseoe y. Wdite. Applioation for leaye to appeal. 

Befnsed. 
Boyd y. Bisohoffsheim. Appeal from Korth J. DismiBsed. 
Moore y. Ifoor e. Appeal from Gorell Barnes J. Part heard. 



During the sitting of ihe Cburto Thb Weekly Notes trtQ he published 
on Saturday, and will generally comprise Notes of Decisions up to 
and including those of (he previous Thursday. AU eases of permanent 
interest noted herein lotZZ he reported infuU in The Law Bepobtb. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These notes are nwniberedfor oonvenienoe of refer enee^ 
e.g. W. N. (96) 1 (17). 



L COMPAinr — WnrDDrO-UP — Contributory — Undenvriting 
letter. H., on the 17th of June, 1892, signed and deliyered to 
the promoters of a company a letter agreeing that upon the 
public issue of its shares he would subscribe for shares in con- 
sideration of a premium of 1 per cent. If on the public issue 
of the company's prospectus the whole share-issue was bond 
fide subscribed by the public, no allotment was to be made to 
H. ; and in case of a partial public subscription H. was to haye 
a pro rata allotment The letter also contained an authority to 
the promoters in the event of his not applying for the shares to 
apply for them in his name, and authority to the directors to 
allot them to him — the engagement to be binding on H. for two 
months. The capital was oflfered to the public on the 20th, 
2lBt, and 22nd of June, but very few applications were made. 
On the 1st of July, when the subscription list was closed 
and the inyitation to the public had proyed an ahnost total 
failure, the promoters signed a memorandum at the foot of the 
letter bearing date the 1st of July, andaooepting H.'fl oflfer. 
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Xhe letter with the memorandum thereon and an application 
by the promoters in n.'s name were afterwards prodnoed to the 
company, and the shares were thereupon allotted to H., whose 
name was, with H.'s knowledge, on the register of shareholders 
of the company when it went into liquidation :—Eeld, that the 
promoters could not wait to see the result of the inyitation 
to the public and, after it had proYcd a feulure, accept H.'s 
offer to underwrite; and that R was not liable as a contribu- 
tory. In re Hbkp, Tabk and Cobdagb GoMPAmr. HiKDLiy's 
Case. Feb. 19. Vaughan Williams J. 

Counsel: Buckley, Q.O., and W. F. Eamiltan; Astbury, Q.O., 
and K 0. MaenaghUn. Solicitors: Baker^ BlaJcer & Eawes; 
Nunn & Fopham. F. E. 



0. OOKPAKT — ^WHtDnfChUP — SchefM of arrangement— " Dis- 
counU^ A scheme of arrangement and compromise sanctioned 
by the Court in a winding*up provided that in addition to a 
call already made by the liquidator calls should be made for 
the remainder of the uncalled capital by instahnents payable 
oyer about four years; and that '* an option be given to every 
shareholder to pay up the total calls, or any portion thereof in 
the order of due date, under discount at the rate of 4 per cent 
per annum, the instalments being taken as payable at the above 
dates " i—Held, that, as the scheme aimed at equality among the 
shareholders and was not intended to be more favourable to 
rich than to poor shareholders, " discount ^ meant true discount, 
and not discount in its popular sense, viz., a rebate of interest 
cm the amounts. In re Laud Ssoimrnxs OottFAinr. Feb. 20. 
Yaughan Williams J. 

Counsel: Kirhy; B, Yoimger* Solicitors: Ashurst, Morris, 
Crisp & Co ; Bose & Johnson, • F. E. 



3. CllKdfCI — ^USIlrO FLAGS VOB TUBFOSS OV BKnnfO — Qomir 
ing Ad, 1853 (c 119), s, 8. The respondent was in the habit of 
resorting to a piece of ground at the back of a hoarding, which 
was bounded on either side by the stays supporting the hoard- 
ing, for the purpose of betting with persons coming to him 
thsxei—'Eeldiihat he ought to have been convicted under sect 8 
of 16 & 17 Vict a 119, for using " a place" for the purpose of 
betting. Liddbll v. Lofthousb. Feb. 13. Divisional Court 
(Lindley and Kay LJ J.). 

Counsel: TincUd Atkinson, Q,C., and Simey; Joseph Walton, 
Q.C., C. W. Maihews, and Stutfidd. Solicitors: JSldridge & 
Sprott, -for Archer A Farhin, Stockton-on-Tees; Hiffe, Eenley & 
Co., for Barron <fc Smith, Darlington. A. F. P. K. 



4. EUBBAHD AVB Wm— LSQAOT VOB ISSABATS VO— 

Seizure by hushand^Statute of Limitations-^-Trustee Act, 1888 
(c. 69), s. 8. Under the will of an aunt, who died in 1875, the 
plaintiff, who was then a married woman, became entitled to a 
legacy of 8002. for her separate use. In 1876 the legacy was paid 
to her, in notes and coin, on her separate receipt Her husband, 
who knew that the sum was a legacy, forcibly took the money 
from the plaintiff, and always refused to return it, though asked 
by the plaintiff to do so from time to time down to the date of 
his death. The plaintiff never, however, took proceedings to 



recover the money until after her husband's death, which 
occurred in 1894:— JJeM, that the husband was affected with 
notice that the plaintiff was entitled for her separate use; that 
he was a trustee of the money for the plaintiff; that the Statute 
of Limitations was no defence ; and that the plaintiff was entitled 
to be paid the amount of the legacy out of her husband's estate, 
with interest atdper cent from thedateof hisdeatlu Wabsxll 
V. LwjOATT. Feb. 17. Eomer J. 

Counsel: Ostodld, Q.C, and Stallard ; Bobson, Q.C., and Sim 
WiUiams. Solicitors : WeObome A Son ; Bobert Carter. 

F.E. 



6. XABBIAOB— YAUBITT— ^afWet^e abroad, without bams 
or licence, on British war-vessel by Church of England minister^ 
Divorce suit—Dissolution. In a suit for dissolution of marriage, 
the petitioner, an ofl9,cer in the British Army, while stationed 
abroad went through the ceremony of marriage, according to 
the rites of the Established Church, on board a British war- 
vesseL The ceremony was performed by the chaplain of the 
vessel, who was a minister of the Church of England, the 
captain being also present Both the contracting parties 
were members of the Church of England. There was no pub* 
lication of banns or public notice of any kind prior to the cere- 
mony, and no licence was obtained for its celebration. The 
Court, following the principles laid down in Beg. v. MiUis, 
10 CL & F. 534, as explained by Parke B. in Caiharwood v. 
Cashn, 13 M. & W. 261, but distinguishing those cases &om 
the present one upon the facts i—Eeld, that the marriage of the 
petitioner was valid, and, that upon proof of the respondent's 
adultery, he was entitled to a decree of dissolution. CuLLnie 
V. CuLLizra AJH) NioHOLsoN. Feb. 18. Jeune Pres. 

Counsel: Bargrave Deane; Temple Franks; Indenoick, Q.O., 
axid Barnard. Solicitors: Brown, Bingrose A LigMbody ; Lewis 
A Lewis ; Soames, Edwards A Jones. H. D. W. 



6. PABTHXBSEIF— AGTIOH VOB AOOOTHXT— Illegal business 
— Betting— Bookmaker's business — Gaming Act, 1863 (c 119), s. 8. 
The plaintiff and defendant had entered into partnership as com- 
mission agents and bookmakers on the terms that the plaintiff 
should contribute one-fourth of the capital, and be entitled to 
on&-fourth of the net profits, and that the business should be 
under the control of, and be managed by, the defendant The 
plaintiff had determined the partnership, receiving back all his 
capital, and then brought this action, claiming an account of 
the profits of the business. The defendant contended that 
having regard to the nature of the business no such relief could 
be obtained:— jffeZcl, that as a bookmaking and betting buainesB 
could be carried on without contravening the statute 16 & 17 
Vict c. 119, and that as the plaintiff when he entered into this 
partnership contemplated that the business would be carried on 
in the ordinary way, and l^ally, the fact that the defendant 
might have acted illegally was immaterial, that the defence con- 
sequently failed, and the plaintiff was entitled to the account 
claimed. Thwaitbs v, Cotjlthwaitb. Feb. 15. Chitty J. 

Counsel : Levett, Q.C., and Moyses ; B. Younger. Solicitors : 
T. E FhUpots, for Z Flatts, Blackburn; Ba^ord A Frankland, 
I for Bowden'A Tr«Wo«won,»MancheBter. W. C. D. 
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7. fUWXK — lUQUTlOV— Pouter to appoint income to wifo 
Appointment pnckuiing aubssquent oxeroiae of power. By a 
setlleDiait the tenant for life was empowered to appoint 
the settled fund amongst his ohildren, snbjeet to a proTiso 
empowering him to appoint one-fourth of the income to a 
wife for life. In exercise of the powers, he appointed, 
mitfjeet to his own interest, one-fourth of the income to his 
wife for her life, and sabject to his own interest, "and snb- 
je0t also and without prejudice to the trust in' foyour of his 
wife "thereiiibefore limited and declared, if the same should 
take effect,* he irrerocably appointed the fond amongst his 
three children. His wife having died, he married again, and 
on ^eoccasion of the marriage purported to appoint one-fourth 
of the income to his second wife for her life :—HM, that by the 
terms of the first appointment he had precluded himself from 
further exercising the power of appointing in fayour of a 
wife, and that the subsequent appointment was accordingly 
ineffectoaL In re Hakooox. Maloolm v, Hanoook. Feb. 13. 
Kekewich J. 

Counsel: O. E, E, Jenkins ; Benshaw, Q»C,, and Ingle Joyce; 
Autten-CartmdL Solicitors : Henry F. Spottiswoode ; Bowdiffes, 
BawU <fc Co. : J. Bogers. Q. C. M. D. 



8. FRAOHaB.— MOnOH IOB nw rXULL'-EnlargemeiU qf 
timt — Divorce auit — Imposition of terms — 8vpreme Court of Judir 
aUwrtJct, 1890 (c 44), «. l—Bules of the Supreme Court, Order 
Lxiy.y r. 7. Since the passing of the Supreme Oourt of Judicature 
Act, 1890, the practice with regard to motions for a new trial 
of a suit in the Diyoroe Division is regulated (not by the prac- 
tice under the Matrimonial Causes Acts) but by the practice of 
the Oourt of Appeal, and consequently rule 7 of Order uciy. of 
the Bules of the Supreme Court applies, and empowers the Court 
to impose terms upon a party applying for an enlargement of 
tiie time within which to moye for a new trial In 1854 a 
voDian married a ship's carpenter. In 1866, he not haying 
been heard of for nearly seyen years, she, belieying him to be 
dead, manied again. The second husband knew of the first 
nuniage, and that there was no positiye proof of the first hus- 
band's death. There were eight children of the second mar- 
riaga In 1883 the second husband and the wife separated by 
mutoal consent A separation deed was executed, by which 
the husband ooyenanted to pay the wife 12^. a we^ and she 
oofenanted not to take any proceedings to obtain alimony. In 
1892 the wife petitioned for a judicial separation on the ground 
of the husband's adultery. By his answer he denied the adul- 
teiy,and also alleged that at the time of his marriage the wife's 
first husband was aliya The suit was tried with a jury in 
January, 1895. The jury found that the husband had com- 
mitted adultery, and that at the time of his marriage the first 
husband was dead. A decree for judicial separation was mada 
In September, 1895, the first husband returned to England, 
and in October the second husband commenced a suit for deda- 
ration of nullity of marriaga The wife by her answer pleaded 
the yerdict and decree in the former suit as an estoppel At 
the trial Barnes J. was satisfied of the identity of the man who 
bad returned, but thought that he could not make a decree of 
millity while the yerdict and decree in the former suit stood 
luumpeaohed. The second husband then (with leaye) applied 
in the first suit to the Court of Appeal for an enlargement of 



the time for moying for a new trial, the time limited by the 
rules haying expired i—Held, that the time ought to be enlarged, 
but that the Court had power to impose terms on the applicant, 
and that he must undertake to secure to the wife during their 
joint liyes a sum of 11. per week for her maintenance (including 
in this the 12«. per week proyided by the separation deed). The 
husband gaye the undertaking, and by consent an order was 
then made setting aside the yerdict and decree in the first suit. 
WiLKiHs V. WiLKms. Feb. 19. 0. A. CLin<iley* I^P^s and 
Kay L. J J.). 

Counsel : Indenvick, Q.O., and Bargrave Deane ; Bayford, Q.C., 
H. A. Formcmy and F, 0. Bobinson. Solicitors : Lewis & Lewis ; 
Edwin Hughes. W. L. C. 

9. FBOTdPAL AHD AOSNT— COKTSAOTOA— X»a&»Z% of prin- 
cipal for negligence of contractor — FutHic body — Breach of duty — 
Damage — Bemoteness. A district council employed a contractor 
to construct a sewer for thent In consequence of his negligence 
in carrying out the work a gas-main became broken, and the 
gas escaped from it into the house in which the plaintifEis (a 
husband and wife) resided, and an explosion took place, by 
which the wife was injured, and the plaintifOs* fomiture was 
damaged. In an action by the plaintiffo against the district 
council and the contractor : — Held, that the district council owed 
a duty to the public (including the plaintiflBs) so to construct 
the sewer as not to injure the gas-main ; that they had com- 
mitted a breach of this duty; that, notwithstanding that they 
had delegated the performance of the duty to the contractor, 
they were responsible to the plaintiff for the breach ; and that 
the damages were not too remote. Decision of Wright J. 
reyersed. TTAnnAineR v. Idlb Distbiot Coukoil. Feb. 17. 
C. A. (Lindley, A. L. Smith and Bigby L. J J.). 

Counsel: Kershaw, Q.C., and W. J. Waugh; Tindal Atkinson, 
Q.C., and Longstaffe. Solicitors : Jap^ & Co. ; Floioer, Nussey 
<fc FeRowes. W. L. C. 



10 • BBVSVUX — ^DOO LIOEHCE — BefusaZ of Commissiotiers to 
grant certificate qf exemption — Offence of trifling nature — Bevenue 
Act, 1878 (c. 16), f. 22— iSfummary Jurisdiction Act, 1879 (c 49), 
s. 16. The respondent, a farmer, haying been refused by the Com- 
missioners of Inland Beyenue a certificate of exemption in re- 
spect of his dog, declined to take out a dog licence, and was 
summcmed before justices, who refused to conyict on the grounds 
that the Commissioners ought to haye granted a certificate of 
exemption, and that the offence came within sect 16 of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, as being of so trifling a nature 
that it was inexpedient to inflict any punishment i—HM, that 
the justices had no jurisdiction to reyiew the decision of the 
Commissioners, and that the offence of refosing to take out a 
dog licence could not be considered to be of a trifling nature, 
and therefore did not come within the proyisions of sect. 16. 
Phillifs v. EyANS. Feb. 14. Diyisional Court (Lindley and 
Kay L.JJ.). 

Counsel: Sir B. B. Finlay, 8.-G., and Danckwerts, Soli- 
citor: The Solicitor qf Inland Bevenue. A. P. P. K 
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naptial marriage settlement made on the marriage of hibs 
adopted daughter the testator coTenanted to pay 4000?. with 
interest at the rate of 4 per cent fix)m his death, to be held 
on trusts declared by reference to the trusts of the adopted 
daughter's property; with the exception that on the failure of 
children of the marriage, the 4000^. should be held on trust for 
the testator absolutely. By the marriage contract the adopted 
daughter assigned to her trustees all after-acquired property. 
Subsequently the testator, by his trust disposition and settle- 
ment, or will, among other "l^acies and annuities" directed 
his trustees to pay "a legacy of 4000?," to his said adopted 
daughter, "who shall be allowed interest at 6 per cent, on 
that sum so long as she shall prefer to allow it to remain as 
part of the share in the indigo concern " i—ffdd, Afflrmitig the 
Court of Session, Scotland (22 Ot. Sess. Cas. 4th Series (Eettie), 
396), that by Scottish law, coupled with the words of gift used, 
the 4000?. given by the will was not intended by the testator to 
be in satisfaction of the 4000?. covenanted to be paid in the 
marriage settlement, but a legacy in addition thereto. John- 
stonib's Tbustkes v. Haviland and Othkbs. Feb. 17. H. L. 
(Lord Halsbury L.O., Lord Watson, Lord Herschell, Lord 
Macnaghten, Lord Morris, and Lord Shand). 

Counsel : ffenry Johnston and C. K, McKenzie (both of the 
Scottish Bar); The Solicitor-General for Scotland (A. Graham 
Murray, Q. (7.), 8. Dickinson, and J. D. Sym (the former and latter 
of the Scottish Bar). Agents: Preston, Stow A Preston, for 
J. C, <fc A, 5feuar<, Edinburgh; Janson, Cohb, Pearson ds Co., for 
J. & J. Hobs, W.S, Edinburgh. 

G. J. W. 



12. SHOP HOUBS ACT, 1898— BXFLOTXEHT " DT OB ABOUT 
A SHOP"— IForAj partly away from 8hop—&5 A 56 Vict. c. 62. 
By the Shop Hours Act, 1892 (c. 62), s. 3, " no young person " 
(».«., under eighteen) " shaU be employed in or about a shop for a 
longer period than seventy-four hours, including meal-times, in 
any one week." The respondent was summoned for having 
employed a young person in a shop for more than seventy-four 
hours in one week. The respondent was a news-agent and 
occupied a shop for his business; he employed a boy under 
the age of eighteen in connection with the receiving and retail- 
ing of newspapers; in the course of his employment the boy 
fetched newspapers from Fleet Street and delivered them to 
customers at their addresses, and sold newspapers for the 
respondent both inside and outside the shop; inside the shop 
the boy folded newspapers, did up parcels for the country, swept 
the shop, and cleaned the windows. The time, calculated from 



that at which tiie boy arrived at the shop to the time at which 
he ceased working for the respondent on eaoh day, during one 
week amounted to eighty-four and a half hours, and during all 
that time he was employed in performing some of the above 
duties or in taking his meals. The time during which he was 
at work in or about the premises did not exceed seventy-four 
hours including meal-times. The magistrate held that the boy 
was not " employed in or about a shop " for more than seventy- 
four hours, and dismissed the summons: — Bdd, that the bpy 
was " employed in or about a shop," within the meaning of the 
Act, for more than seventy-four hours. Collxah v. Bobbbtb. 
Feb. 18. Divisional Court (Lindley and Bjky L. J J.). 
Counsel : E. Avory. Solicitor : W. A. Blaxland. W. A. 



13. TBAXWAT — TICSXL — Bye4aw — Passenger re/using to 
show ticket. Bj the bye-laws of a tramway company every 
passenger when required was to show his ticket (if any), and 
any person committing any breach of the bye-laws was made 
liable to a penalty. A passenger, having declined to show 
his ticket, was summoned by the company for breach of the 
bye-law. The magistrate declined to convict, on the ground 
that the bye-law was unreasonable : — Held, that the bye-law 
was not unreasonable, and that the passenger ought to have 
been convicted. Lows v. Yolp. Feb. 15. Divisional Court 
(Lindley and Eay L. JJ.). 

Counsel: Spokes and Hume WiUicms; Francis Watt and 
Arthur May. Solicitors: Blyth, Button, Hartley A Blyth; 
E. R. Oliver. A. P. P. K. 



14. WATBBWOBIS— 1IBTB0POLI&— i6f«i>pZy — Constant supply 
— Default by company — Penalties — Proceedings by private persons 
-^Metropolis Water Act, 1871 (c. 113), ss. 7, 16, 44^ and 45. 
When a metropolitan water company has provided a constant 
supply of water, under sect 7 of the Metropolis Water Act, 1871 
(o. 118), a private individual, or person aggrieved, cannot pro- 
ceed for the recovery of the penalties, imposed by sect. 16 of the 
Act, for refusing or neglecting " to provide and keep ... a con- 
stant supply of pure and wholesome water sufficient for the 
domestic purposes of the inhabitants." Kmw v. East Lohdov 
Watebwobks Comfakt. Feb. 18. Divisional Court (Lindl^ 
and Eay L. J J.). 

Counsel : Bousfidd, Q.G., and W. H. Eldridge ; Darling, Q.C., 
and R. Bray. Solicitors: Tiddeman ds JEnthaven; George 
KMdl & Miller. W. A. 
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ironcE TO BouciTOBa 



Wiik (he new of inturing the greateet jposmble acoMraey and 
rapidity in the variauB publications connected with the Law 
Bbportb, the OouncU wiU he obliged^ if (he SoUoiton to whom 
appUoation i$ made hp any Beporter acting for the OouneU, 
wiU 08 aoon at pouible after application fumieh the neces- 
eary Papen^ together with any information in their power ae to 
the names of the various SoUcitors engaged in the case. At the 
same time^ the OouncU thankfuUy acknowledge the assistance 
they have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in furnishing the papers required to prepare aceur<Ue 
reports. 
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OOUBT OP APPEAL 



Beoobd of Business. 



OOUBT I. 

Fbooay, February 21. 

ittomey-General y. Baron Sudeley. Appeal from Lord Chief Justice 
and GSiarles J. Allowed. 

a Bankrupteif Petition. Ea parte the Petitioning OredUore. 
Appeal from Ur. Registrar Hope. Allowed. 
re a Bankntptey PetUion. Ex parte the Petitioning Creditors. 
Appeal from Mr. Registrar Oiffard. Part heard. 

Monday, February 24. 

• V. Condotdie. Appeal from Pollodk B. StandB oyer. 
^ T. Earlam. Appeal from Wright and Kennedy J J. Allowed. 
\ re Charles Laimport, Appeal from Pollodk B. Part heard. 

TuHDAY, Febniary 25. 

HammeU. Application for judgment or new triaL Allowed. 
T. Pickering. Application for judgment or new trial. Allowed. 
Utel V. BywUere and Another. Application for judgment or new 
trial. DiamiMed. 
No. 7.— 1896. 



Wednesday, February 26. 

Wateon, Todd & Co. y. Midiand BaUway Company (Railway and 
Canal Commission). Appeal from Collins J., Right Hon. Sir 
Frederick Peel, and Right Hon. Viscount Cobham. Dismissed. 

Thubsday, Febniary 27. 
Shears y. Ooddard. Appeal from Wright J. Dismissed. 
Clutterbuek t. Taylor. Appeal from Lord Chief Justice, Grantham 

and Vaughan Williams JJ. Dismissed. 
In re an Arbitration between Campion, GoodseU A Co., Limited, and 

Smith and Orouoh Appeal from Grantham and Lawranoe JJ. 

Allowed. 
Thompeon A SheckeU, Limited y. Veale. Appeal from Lawranoe J 

Part heard. 



OOUBT IL 



Thubsday, February 20. 

ChiUingworth y. Chambers. Appeal from North J. Dismissed. 

Emsley y. North Eastern Bailway Company. Appeal from North J. 
Dismissed. 

Moore y. Moore (Probate). Appeal from GoreU Banies J. Dis- 
missed. 

Walker y. Dodds. Appeal from V.-C. of County Palatbe of Lancaster. 
Cur. adv. vtUL 

PoweU y. Birminghiam Vinegar Brewery Company , Limited. Appeal 
from Stirling J. Part heard. 



Fbiday, Febmary 21. 
Peek y. Hay. Appeal from Romer J. Varied. 
Potoell y. Birmingham Vinegar Brewery Company, Limited. 
from Stirling J. Part heard. 



Appeal 



Satubday, February 22. 

Powell Y. Birmingham Vinegar Brewery Company, Limited, Appeal 
from Stirling J. Part heard. 



Monday, February 24. 

Miller y. CoUins. Appeal from Stirling J. Allowed. 
PoioeU y. Birmingham Vinegar Brewery Company, Limited. 
from Stirling J. Part heard. 



Appeal 



Tuesday, February 25. 

PoweU y. Birmingham Vinegar Brewery Company, Limited. Appeal 

from Stirling J. Obr. adv. vtdt. 
Hurlsttme y. Ashton. Appeal fh>m Kekewioh J. Appeal dismissed. 

Cross-appeal allowed. 
In re Mason's Orphanage and London and North Western Bailway 

Company and Vendor and Purohaser Aet, 1874. Appeal firam 

Stirling J« Part heard. 

Wednesday, February 26. 

Frusker y. Van Orutten. Two appeals from Kekewioh J. Both dis- 
missed. 

In re Sanders. Appeal from North J. Dismissed. 

In re South African Truii and Finanoe Company. Appeal from 
Vaughan Williams J. Ordered to stand oyer. 

Lancaster y. Lancaster. Appeal from President of the Probate Diyl- 
sion. Acyoumed. 

In re Mason's Orphanage and London and North Western Bailway 
Company. Appeal from Stirling J. Part heard. 
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Dmring Ae $ming offh» OourU Thb Wbixlt Notb8 uM U pMUhtd 
on Saturday, and wOl generoOy eomprue Not«$ of DaoMbn* up to 
and indvdhig Ihote of a» prevlout Thursday. AU oomm of permanent 
intemt noted herein niO he reported in/vU in Thm Law Repobtb. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



The9e notet are numbered for oonvenienee of refermee^ 
e.g. W. N. (96) 1 (22). 



1. BAKKBUPTCT, ACT Ol- — HUSCUTIOH UPON AWA]U>~ 

Seizure and sale of goods—Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (c. 71), «. 1. 
Wliere upon an application at chambers an older has been made 
under the Arbitration Act, 1889 (c. 49), s, 12, that an award for 
the payment of money made on a submission may be enforced 
in the same manner as a judgment or order to the same efifect, and, 
a writ oifi.fa, having been thereupon issued, goods of the party 
liable upon the award have been seized and sold in execution :— 
Held, that there is an act of bankruptcy by him within the 
meaning of the Bankruptcy Act, 1890, s. 1, which provides that 
" a ddbtor commits an act of bankruptcy if execution against 
him has been levied by seizure of his goods xmder process in an 
action in any Oourt, or in any civil proceeding in the High 
Oourt, and the goods have been either sold or held by the 
sherijff for twenty-one days." Ex parte Oauoasiak Trading 
CoBPOEATiON, LiMiTKD. Feb. 21. 0. A. (Lord Esher M.E., 
Lopes and Bigby L. JJ.). 

Counsel: //. Reed, Q.C., and ^. Mackintosh; Herbert Smith. 
Solicitors : A, Bright ; Collger-Bristaw & Go. E. L. 



2. BAirEBUFTCT— KOSTGAOS OT BOOK-DEBTS — ^(>^»c« — 

Ordir and disposition — Protected transaction — Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883 (c. 52), ss. 44, 49. In October, 1890, S. by deed 
assigned to a loan company all sums due and to accrue due to 
him under a certain contract with the War Office as security 
for a debt of 807. No notice of this assignment was sent to the 
War Office. In June, 1892, S. by deed assigned to the same 
company all sums due and to accrue due to him under the 
same contract as security for a debt of 74Z. Notice of this 
deed was at once sent to the War Office. The 747., in fact, 
included the 30/. due under the previous deed. In August, 
,1892, a receiving order was made against S. on a petition 
grounded on an act of bankruptcy committed by him on the 
19th of May previous. In December, 1895, the War Office paid 
the trustee in bankruptcy about 1507. due to S. under the con- 
tract. The loan company claimed that they were, entitled to be 
paid out of the 1507. the money due to them under both their 
deeds. The trustee contended (1) that, as no notice was given 
of the first deed, the money due under the contract was in the 
order and disposition of the bankrupt at the comm^cement of 
the bankruptcy, the 19th of May, 1892, and passed to him as 
trustee ; (2) that the notice to the War Office was not a pro- 
tected transaction, i.e., a dealing for value within the meaning 
of sect. 49 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883; (3) but if it was, it 
was only effective for the amount actually advanced under the 
second deed, viz., 157. : — //e7c7, that notice to the War Office was 



equivalent to taking possession, and that the notice coupled 
with the deed of the 16th of Jui^e, 1892, was a dealing for 
valuable consideration with the bankrupt, and having been 
made bond fide and without notice of the act of bankruptcy, was 
a protected transaction within sect. 49 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, and that the doctrine of relation back did not apply; and 
further, that as the company had taken pofisesdon before notice 
of an act of bankruptcy they could set up both their deeds. 
In re Sbaman. Ex parte FuBNBSS FiKANOB C!oMPAKT, LnfiTKD. 
Feb. 11. Vaughan Williams J. 

(Counsel: Muir Mackenzie; Carrington, Solicitors: Sims A 
Symes; F. W. Bailey. H. L. F. 



3. BAHKBimOT— UVBISOEABOED BAVKBUFT — Patent — 
Royalties — Persofidl earnings — Salary or income — After-acquired 
property — Estoppel — Solicitor's lien for costs — Bankruptcy Act^ 
1883 (c. 52), s. 58. In 1898 G., an undischarged bankrupt, 
invented the great wheel afterwards erected at Earl's Court, 
and took out patents in connection therewith. In 1894 he 
granted « licence to a company to erect and run the great 
wheel for a cash payment of 5007. and a royalty of 107. a week 
so long as the wheel was running. Soon afterwards the official 
receiver, who was the trustee in bankruptcy, gave the campany 
notice that he claimed the royalties under the licence. The 
company took out an interpleader summons, which was reniitted 
to a county court for decision. The county court judge held 
that the sum of 207., the royalties then due, were the personal 
earnings of the bankrupt, and reftised leave to appeal. Fui^ 
ther royalties having accrued due, the official receiver applied 
for a declaration that the royalties due and to accrue due under 
the licence were after-acquired property of the bankrupt which 
vested in him as trustee: — Held, that the judgment of the 
county court estopped the trustee from denying that the royal- 
ties were the personal earnings of the bankrupt, but that the 
balance of authorities shewed that a bankrupt was not entitled 
to the whole of his personal earnings or salary, but only to so 
much as was sufficient for the reasonable maintenance of the 
bankrupt and his family. Treating the case, therefore, as a 
question of quantum only, 57. a week was a fitting sum for the 
reasonable maintenance of the bankrupt and his family, and 
the residue would go to the trustee, subject however, as to the 
whole fund, to the lien of the bankrupt's solicitor for costs pro- 
perly incurred in taking out and maintaining the patents and 
carrying through the arrangements with the company. In rs 
Graydon. Ex parte Official Bbobivkb. Feb. 17. Vaughan 
Williams J. 

(Counsel: Reed, Q.G., and Muir Mackenzie; J, O. Butcher; 
Hansdl, Solicitors : R. Davies ; E. Kimber ; Hasties. 

H.L.F. 



4. OOVEHAHT — BUILBIKO 80HX1IE — Residential esiale — 
Trade prohibited — Sub-scheme of part of estale — Offensive trade$ 
prohibited — Trivial breacJies — Acquiescence — Laundry — Injune^ 
tion. In 1852 a freehold estate was put up for sale under i 
building scheme in lots for private residences, subject to con-* 
ditions of sale which provided that each purchaser should as to 
the lot or lots purchased by him covenant with the vendor not 
to permit or suffer any trade or business whatever oh any of 
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the lots. The predecessors in title of the plaintiff E. pur- 
chased two lots at the sale and entered into the covenant. The 
unsold lots at this sale were in 1858 sold and conveyed by the 
same vendor to B. and P. subject to the same restrictive 
covenant. Subsequently B. and P. sub-divided their purchase 
into smaller lots for private houses, and sold the same subject 
to a condition requiring each purchaser to enter into a deed of 
coTcaant with them not to permit or suffer any noxious or 
offensive trade on the lot or lots purchased by him. The plain- 
tiff W. purchased a lot from B. and P., and executed the deed of 
covenant. The defendant's predecessors in title also bought from 
B. and P., and executed the deed of covenant ; and the defendant, 
who bought his plot in 1894 with notice of the original restrictive 
covenant and of the deed of covenant, commenced to build a public 
laundry. For some years prior to 1894 breaches of the original 
covenant had been continuously committed on B. and P.'s x)art of 
the estate, but in such a quiet and unobtrusive manner as not to 
attract the attention of K. and W., or other passers-by. K and W. 
claimed an injunction to restrain the erection and carrying on 
of the laundry. The defendant alleged that the plaintifEiB had 
acquiesced in the breaches of covenant, and that the character 
of the estate was so changed that it would be inequitable to 
enforce the restrictive covenants r—JETeZc?, that the neighbour- 
hood had not so changed as to preclude the enforcement of the 
restrictive covenants ; that the plaintiffs had not acquiesced in 
the trivial breaches that had been committed ; and that K. was 
entitied to an injunction in the terms of the original covenant ; 
but that W. was not entitled to an injunction, for that the 
lanndry was not a noxious or offensive trade within the mean- 
ing of the deed of covenant. Knight v. Simmonds. Feb. 22. 
Bomer J. 

Counsel: Asthury, Q,C,, and i?. M. Bray; Eve, Q.C, and 
Macnayhten, Solicitors : Jmkins, Baker <fc Co. ; J, BaHlett 

H. L. F. 



them is within sect. 77 of the Fines and Becoveries Act, so 
that she can dispose thereof by deed acknowledged and with 
her husband's concurrence. Millsb v. Collins. Feb. 24. 
C. A. (Lindley, A. L. Smith and Kay L. JJ.). 

Counsel: Cozms-Hardy, Q.C., and Willis Bund; Uastings, 
Q,C., and T, Douglas. Solicitors: Kennedy A Eughes, for 
J. A. Hughes, Wrexham ; Atkinson & Dresser, for P. P. Truman, 
Nottingham. W. W. K. 



7. FBAOnOE — lOBEOLOSUBE — Account — Special circufnr 
stances—Chief derk^s certijkate. Any special circumstance or 
fact affecting the amount due from the mortgagor to the mort- 
gagee in a foreclosure action— such as settied account, or valua- 
tion of the security in bankruptcy — ^should be pleaded or 
brought to the attention of the Court before the usual fore- 
closure judgment is made, in order that a direction may be 
given to the chief clerk to have regard, in taking the account, 
to such special circumstance or fact : otherwise no such ques- 
tion can be subsequently raised on the purely mechanical 
operation of taking the account. Sanquinetti v. Stuokbt's 
Banking Compant. Feb. 19. Chitty J. 

Counsel: Farwdl, Q.C., H. Beed, Q.C, and FosseU Lock; 
Levett, Q.C., and G. Henderson. Solicitors: Bowdijfes, Bawle <fc 
Co., for J. Trevor Davies, Yeovil, Somerset ; Bichard^Furher. 

W. C. D. 



g. nyp TrsTRiAL ahd pbotddekt societt — nrrESTACT oj 

■ KHiiKit — Power of committee to distribute property — Industrial 
and Provident Societies Act, 1893 (c. 39), s. 27. The powers 
given to the committee of an industrial and provident society 
hy sect 27 of the Industrial and Provident Societies Act, 1893, 
of distributing in case of the intestacy of a member the pro- 
perty held by him in the society, are purely discretionary and 
cannot be enforced by action. Esobitt v. Tooicobden Co- 
OFSBATiVB SociaxT. Feb. 25. Divisional Court (WiUs and 
Wright J J.). 

Counsel: G. A. Bussdl; Herbert Lush. Solicitors: Bower, 
Cotton & Bower, for AsUm, Harwood <fc Somers, Manchester; 
JBrmnet^ Son <k Co., for Ingham, Todmorden. A. P. P. K. 



6. MATlTmn) WOXAV— BSVEB8I0VABT IJVB QTEEBBST— 
Ikmst money invested on mortgage of land — Conveyance of 
reversionary life interest— "Interest in land"— Fines and Beco- 
veries Act (^ & i: Will. 4, c. 74), ss. 1, T7. In a case not 
falling within Malins'Act (20 & 21 Vict. c. 57), Lindley 
I and A. L. Smith L. JJ. (Kay L.J. dissentiente) i^IMd, over- 
j ruling the judgment of Stirhng J., that a married woman's 
! equitable reversionary life interest in a sum of money properly 
i invested by her trustees on a mortgage of land conveyed to 



8. FEACnCJS^SEDEMFTIOir ACnOlT — Payment into Court — 
Default — Mistake — Extension of time — Jurisdiction. In a re- 
demption action an order was made giving the plaintiff leave to 
lodge in Court a named sum, estimated by him to be sufficient 
to answer the principal, interest and costs due to the defendant, 
the mortgagee, on his security, and that, " in default of such 
lodgment within two months from the date of this order, the 
action be dismissed with costs." The plaintiff failed to lodge 
the sum in Court within two months from the date on which 
the order was made, but did so before the expiration of two 
months from the date on which the order was passed and 
entered, the delay being due to a mistake of the plaintiffs 
solicitor, who was under the impression that the time began to 
run from the latter date. On a motion by the plaintiff the 
period limited by the order was extended so as to include the 
date on which the lodgment was actually effected. Collinson 
V. JxFFSBY. Feb. 21. Kekewich J. 

Counsel: Warrington, Q.C., Bud Johnston Edwards; W. G. 
Lemon. Sohcitors: E. F. M. Byan ; Hepburn, Son <fc Cutdiffe, 

G. L F. C. 



9. BAILWAT-~8TATUT0BT TOWSBA—Bailways Clauses Con- 
solidation Act, 1846 (c. 20), s. 16 — Expiration of time for completion 
of railway. In 1895 a railway company built upon land acquired 
as to the larger portion under a special Act of 1865, and as to 
the rest under a special Act of 1891, a new parcels office which 
obstructed the plaintiff's lights. The new office was situate 
at some distance from the site of the old one. The time pre- 
scribed by each special Act for the construction of the works 
therein respectively mentioned was five years. Both Acts in- 
corporated the Lands Clauses and Railways Clauses Consolida- 
tion Acts, 1845. By sect. 16 of the Railways Clauses Consolida- 
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tion Act a railway company may, snbject to the pioTisions in 
that and the special Act, and for the pnrpose of constructing 
the railway, (inter olid) erect warehouses and stations, and " may 
from time to time alter, repair, or discontinue the before-men- 
tioned works and substitute others in their stead" : — Hdd, by 
LiNDLST and A. L. Smith L. JJ., that the proTisions of the last- 
mentioned clause were not limited to the time prescribed in the 
special Act for the completion of the works, and that the new 
parcels office was a substituted work within that clause. Beld, 
by LiNDLKT and Kat L. JJ., upon the construction of the special 
Acts, that the Act of 1891 applied to the whole of the new 
building. Held, therefo re, that as the defendants were acting 
under statutory powers, no action would lie against them for 
obstructing the plaintiffs lights, and that his only remedy was 
compensation under the Lands Clauses Act, 1846. Eublet v. 
North Eastkrk Bailwat Company. Feb. 20. C. A. (Lindley, 
Kay and A. L. Smith L. JJ.). 

Counsel: Balfour Broume, Q,G., and ff, Terrell; S win/en 
ICady, Q.O,, and J. 0, Butcher, Solicitors : Fitman & Sons, for 
Einsley, Son is Smith, Leeds ; Williamson, Ilill & Co,, for 
A, Kaye Butterworth, York. H. C. J. 



10. SOIIOITOll— <K)BTS— !roaw^*on--iScaZc/ee— " Conveyance of 
property " — Grant of new easement — General Order under Soli- 
citors' Bemuneration Act, 1881 (c. 44), rule 2, clauses (a) (c) ; 
Schedule /., Fart L ; Schedule IL Held, that clause (a) of rule 2 
in the (General Order under the Solicitors* Remuneration Act, 
1881, and Schedule I., Part I., to the Order, apply only to con- 
yeyances of property existing before the execution of the con- 
veyance, and not to the creation for the first time of a new 
easement, such as a grant of a new right of way. Conse- 
seiuently, the remxmeration of a solicitor in respect of a grant 
for a pecuniary consideration of an easement thereby newly 
created is regulated by clause (c) of rule 2, and by Schedule 11. 
to the Order. Decision of North J. (ante, p. 9) affirmed. In re 
Sandke'b Skttlemknt. Feb. 26. C. A. (Lindley, Kay and 
A. L. Smith L. JJ.). 



In re Stuart, 41 CIl D. 49^ and In re Eamthaw-WaU, 
[1894] 3 Oh. 156, approved. 

Counsel : W, Baker ; Channdl, Q. (7., and J. Gent. Solicitors : 
W, A, Blaxland; Withall, Trotter & Fatteson. W. L. 0. 



11. TBVSTEE— BBEACH OT TKUVT-^ Trustee beneficiary—Con- 
tribution between cotrustees. The plaintiff and d^endant were 
trustees of a trust fund, the plaintiff being himself also a cestui 
que trust of one-fifth of the fund. A loss to the extent of less 
than one-fifth occurred to the trust fund through insufficient 
investments, and the whole of the loss was deducted from the 
plaintiffs one-fifth of the fund : — Heldy affirming North J., that 
the whole of the loss must fall on the plaintiff, and that he had 
no right of contribution &om his co-trustee, the defendant 
Chillimgwobth V, Chambbbs. Feb. 20. C. A. (Lindley, Kay 
and A. L, Smith L. JJ,). 

Counsel: Warmington, Q,C., and A. Statham; Swinfen Ea4y, 
Q.C., and Tebbutt, Solicitors: Brown, Son & Vardy; BramaU, 
White A Sanders. G. I. F. C. 



12. WILL — Onrr to a OLABB — Vested or contingent interests 
— Feriod of ascertainment of class — Bemoteness. In re Mervin, 
Mervin v. Grossman, [1891] 3 Ch. 197, followed, his Lordship 
observing that the decision in Elliott v. Elliott (12 Sim. 276) 
depended upon the language of the will there under oonsiderft- 
tion, and that in In re Coppard's Estate, 86 Ch. D. 350, he had 
perhaps attached greater weight to Elliott v. Elliott than he 
was now prepared to do. He did not intend in In re Coppard^s 
Estate to go beyond Elliott v. Elliott, and so far as /n re Cop- 
pard's Estate did go beyond that case it ought not to be 
followed. In re Stevens. Clebk v. Stevens. Feb. 20. 
Stirling J. 

Counsel: E. Beaumont; Eastings, Q.C., and Butcher ; Buck- 
ley, Q.C, and Tate Lee; Gurdon. Solicitors: Fladgate & Co.; 
Caprons, Dalion, Hitchins & Brabant. G. A. S. 
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NOTICE TO SOUCITOBa 



Wiih ike view of tneuring the greaieet posmble accwraey and 
rapidi^ in Ae varioue pMicatUmi connected with the Law 
SepobT8» Ae Oouneil wiU he obliged, if ike Solicitare to wham 
e^^pUeaiion is made 5y any Beiporter ading for Ae CkmneUj 
wiU a$ aoon ae poemble after appiicoHon fwmieh the neees- 
sary Papere^ together with any information in iheir power aa to 
Ae namee of ihe varioue SoUdtore engaged in ihe case. At the 
mame timet ihe OouncU thankfully acknowledge the aaeistance 
A<y ftoM already received fromso many membere of the Pro- 
Jtamm tn fwnUhvnq ihe papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 



TABLE OP CASES. 



Ati vmiji k -Gekbbal v. GoTCBNOBfl OF Cbbist's UCMriTAL 

ChUty J. 26 

Basses, MxparU fT.X. 26 

OLEOd, Pabxihbok & Co. V, Eabbt Gas Company IHo, Ct. 27 

I>EHHi80N V. Jeffs North J. 26 

Sarnshaw v. Eabnbhaw Divorce Ct, 27 

EL^BLINO V. Habldto Divorce Ot, 28 

LtANCASTKB V. LaNCASTBB C ^. 27 

liASi V. Lane Divorce Ct. 27 

Kacduff, In re. Maoduff r. Macduff . , Btiriing J. 28 
- MAMir's Obfbavaoe and Lohdon ahd Nobth Webtebk Bail- 

WAT COMPAMT, III r0 C il. 26 

Noel v, Bedbvth Fouhdbt Coupant Div. Ct, 27 

Sbeabs v. Goddabd C ^ ' 26 

t V, SwoFFEB Divoree Ct. 27 



COURT OP APPEAL. 



Beoobd of Business. 

COURT I. 

Fbidat, February 28. 

In re a Bankruptcy Petition. Ex parte the Petitioniug Creditors. 
Appeal from Ur. Registrar Giffard. Allowed. 



Carter and Others 

mifleed. 
London County Council r. 

Gollios JJ. Part heard, 

Ko. 8.— 1896. 



Monday, March 2. 
Rigby & Co. Appeal from Pollock B. Dis- 

Pryor, Appeal from Lawrance and 



TnanuT. Maich a 

London County Council y, Pryor. Appeal from Lawrance and 

OoIUbbJJ. DiniiiaBed. 
Thompson d; SheekeO, Limited t. Vedte. Appeal from Lawrance J. 

Allowed. 
Bietropolitan Bank of England and Wales, Limited y. (kppee. Appeal 

from Colluia J. DiamiBsed. 

Wedvesdat. March 4. 

Barraclough y. Broum and Others. Appeal from Mathew J. Dia- 

uiiflsed. 
Henderson y. Shankland A Co, Appeal from Mathew J. DiBmiaBed. 
MUkoaU J>oek Company y. McDougaU, Appeal from Mathew J. Part 

heard. 

Thubbdat, March 6. 

MOlfsaU Dock Oraipany y. McDougaU. Appeal ftom Mathew J. Dij« 

miflfled. 
WiOiams y. Sanderson. Appeal from Wright J. DismlBBed. 



OOUBT 11. 



Thubsdat, February 27. 

In re Mason's Orphanage and London and North Western Bailway 
Company and Vendor and Purchater Act, 1874. Appeal from 
StirliagJ. I>iuu«Md. 

Edgar r, Jacobs. Appeal from Kekewioh J. DiamiflBed. 

in re Austen. Aueten y. Austen. Appeal from North J. Part heard. 

Fbiday, February 28. 

Walker Y^Dodde. Appeal from V.-C. of County Palatine of Lanoaster. 

DisnuBBed. 
In re Austen. Austen y. Austen. Appeal from North J. DismlBsed. 
Di re Holt & Co,*s Trade Mark and Patente, Designs, Ac , AcU. Appeal 

from North J. Part heard. 

Tuesday, Maroh 3. 

In re Holt dt Co.'s Trade Mark and Patente, Designs, Ac, Acts. Appeal 

from North J. Owr. adv. vuU. 
Liquidation Estates Purchase Company y. Willoughby. Appeal from 

North J. Part heard. 

WEmrsBDAT, March 4. 

Lancaster y. Lancaster. Appeal from PreBident of the Probate Diyi- 
sion. DismiBaed. 

In re Anderson. Anderson y. Anderson. Appeal from North J. Dia- 
miaaed. 

Scott y, Hull Steam Fishing and Ice Company, Appeal from Keke- 
wioh J. Order alightly yaried. 

Liquidation Estates Purchase Company y. WiUougKby, Appeal Arom 
North J. Cur. adv, vtdt. 



During the eitHng ofthe Omrtf The Weekly Notxb tmS 60 pMished 
on Saturday, and teill generaUy compriee Notes 0/ Dedeions up to 
and induding thoee of the previous Thursday. AU cases of pennaneni 
interest noted herein vnU he reported in/uU in The Law Bepobtb. 
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NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



Tkeae notea are numbered for ctmvmilenee of reference^ 
e.g. W. N. (96) 1 (26). 



1. BAVKBUPICT — FBOTS'lTIOir OT BOVA USE TBiJraAC- 

TlOVy^ Act of bankruptcy— Bankruptcy A% 1883 (c. 52), «. 49. 
A transaction for valuable consideration entered into before the 
date of a receiving order between the bankrupt and a person 
M'ho acted bojui fide and without notice of any available prior 
iict of bankruptcy is protected by sect 49 of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883, although it is an act of bankruptcy. Shbabs v. 
GoDDARD. Feb. 27. G. A. (Lord Esher M.B., Lopes and 
Kigby L.JJ.). 

Co insel : Witt, Q.C., and Muir Mackenzie ; Herbert Reed, Q.C, 
and Duke. Solicitors : O. Reader & Co, ; B, Burton. E. L. 



2. BUHDINO BOGDSnSS act, 1874 (o. 48), 8. 82, lub-i. 8; 
1. 38— IBEA8UST BE&ITLATIOVS, 1884, rr. 18, l^r^Instrument of 
disf'olv^ion — Signature — In/ant — Agent — Joint ehareholder. The 
Hignature of a member of a building society to the duplicate 
instrument of dissolution returned by the registrar cannot 
validate an instrument otherwise inoperative. An infant 
member of a building society can consent to an instrument of 
dissolution. An agent may sign the name of his principal as 
testifying consent to dissolution of a building society. For the 
purpose of consenting to dissolution of a building society joint 
liolders of a share must both sign the instruments of dissolu- 
tion. A member of a building society who holds shares both 
jointly and severally need only sign instruments of dissolution 
in one place to testify consent in respect of both sets of shares. 
Bekkisok t'. Jeffs. Mar. 4. North J. 

Counsel: Swinfen Eady, Q.C, and McSunnney ; Vernon 
Smith, Q.C., and Dunham. Solicitors: T. A. Dennison & Co.; 
George Reader & Co,, for Broad & Riggall, "Watford. D. P. 



3 CEABITT— ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACT, 1869 (o. 66), s. 14— ^it- 
cejted endowments — Schema — Jurisdiction. This was a scheme 
relating to the application of certain educational endowments 
Of Christ's Hospital, which is a corporation constituted by Boyal 
Charter and Act of Parliament, which were excepted from a 
Bclieme of 1890 made under the powers of the Endowed Schools 
Act, 1869, because, having been made within fifty years from 
the passing of that Act, they were by sect. 14 not within the pro- 
visions of the Act. The scheme in effect proposed that all the 
excepted educational endowments should be made over to the 
governing body constituted by the scheme of 1890 in aug- 
mentation of the endowments already comprised therein, and 
should be dealt with and administered according to that 



scheme. The scheme was opposed by the existing governing 
body of the excepted endowments, who liefore the scheme 
of 1890 were the governing body of all the endowments, and 
still are the governing body of the non-educational endow- 
ments. Chittt J., in the course of his judgment, said that 
sect. 14 of the Endowed Schools Act, 1869, left the jurisdiction 
of the Court such as it is wholly untouched in regard to 
endowments within the fifty years' limit : it has neither dimin- 
ished nor increased the jurisdiction. The utmost that csn be 
said is that, while leaving the jurisdiction of the Court unim- 
paired, it may form, some guide and assistance to the Court in 
the exercise of its discretion within the limits of its jurisdiction. 
The policy of the section seemed to be that the excepted en- 
dowments were not to be interfered with unnecessarily. And 
he held that it was beyond the jurisdiction of the Court to 
sanction the scheme in the face of the opposition of the existing 
governing body, their title being founded on Boyal Charter and 
established by Act of Parliament. To whatever lengths the 
Court may have gone, it has never assumed legislative autho- 
rity : it has never by a stroke of the pen at one and the same 
time revoked a Boyal Charter and repealed an Act of Parlia- 
ment. It has never ousted from its rights of administering 
the charitable trusts such a body as the present governors 
against their will, and that, too, in a case where no breach of 
trust is charged. There is no authority in the books for such 
a proposition. To establish such a scheme as that proposed 
nothing less than an Act of Parliament will suffice. Attornbt- 
Genkral v. Governors of Christ^s Hospital. Mar. 8. 
Chitty J. 

Counsel: Sir R. Webster, A.-G., Warrington, Q.C., and Dib- 
din; Byrne, Q.C7., and Vaughan Hawkins. Solicitors: Clahon ; 
Beachcro/t, Thompson, Hay & Ledward. G. M. 



4. CEAEITT LAEDS— CaAEITT POUNDED BT DEEB— So^ 

hy trustees of lands under power in deed — Consent of Charity 
Commissioners — "Scheme legally established'' — Charitable Trusts 
Act, 1863 (c. 137), ». 2i^Charitahle Trusts Amendment Act, 1865 
(c. 124), s. 29. The decision of Stirling J., [1896] 1 Ch. 64, 
affirmed. In re Mason's Orphanage and London and North- 
western Bailwat Company. Feb. 27. C. A. (Lindley, Kay 
and A. L. Smith L.JJ.). 

Counsel: Hastings, Q.C., Warmington, Q.C., said Ingle Joyce; 
A, Underbill. Solicitors: Burton, Yeates <fe Hart, for Johnson, 
Barclay, Johnson A Rogers, Birmingham ; C. H. Mason. 

W. W. K. 



6. OOMPAKY — WIEDIEG-TJF — Puhlic Examination — Com' 
panies (^Winding-up) Act, 1890 (c. 63), s. 8, sub-ss. 1, 2, 3, 7. 
This was in substance an appeal from In re Great Kruger Gold 
Mining Company, Ex parte Barnard, [1892] 3 Ch. 307 : — Held, 
that the Court has no jurisdiction to direct a person to be 
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publicly examined under eect. 8, sub-sect. 3, of the Companies 
(Winding-np) Act, 1890, unless the oflScial receiver has made a 
''further report " under sub-sect 2 stating that, in his opinion 
a fraud has been eommitted by some person in the promotion 
or formation of the company, or by a director or other officer 
of the company since its formation. Their Lordships also 
thought that the power to order a public examination given 
by snb-fieet S has no application to any of the persons men- 
tioned therein against whom a chai^ of fraud has not been 
made or suggested by the "further report" of the official 
reseiver. Ex parU Babnss. Mar. 2. H. L. (Lord Halsbury 
L.C., and Lords Watson, Herschell, Macnaghten, Morris, Shand, 
and Davey). 

Counsel : Sir B. Webster y A,'0., Ingle Joyce, and W, B, Lindhy, 
Solicitor: Walter Murton. J. M. M. 



6. mYOBCE—JUBIdAL SEPAHATlO'S—'AgreeTnent for settle- 
fnent of suit — Separation deed — Costs of preparation of deed. 
Decision of Jeiuie Pres., [1896J P. 75, affirmed. Lanoastbb 
V. Lavoastbr. Mar. 4. C. A. (Lindley, Eay and A. L. 
Smith L. JJ.). 

Counsel: Sir E. Clarke, Q.C, and Bargrave Deane ; Ingle 
Joyce and Barnard. Solicitors : Leggatt, Buhinstein & Co. ; 
Greig, Meilde «fe Briggs. W. L. C. 



7. SKPL0TES8' UABILITT ACT— ICEASUSS OF OOXFEVSA- 

VffE-'Eamings of apprentice — 43 & 44 Vict. c. 42, s. 3. By 
the Employers* Liability Act, 1880, s. 3, the compensation 
reooyerable is limited to a sum equivalent to the estimated 
earnings, during three years preceding the injury, of a person 
in the same grade, employed in the like employment, and in 
the distriet in which the workman is employed. The plaintiff 
was apprenticed to the defendants, and received a salary of Is, 
a week for the first year; increasing Is. a week each year. 
In the fifth y>ear, when he was receiving 5s. a week, he was 
ii\jured by the negligence of the defendants' foreman. In an* 
action for compensation under the Act, evidence was given 
that at the end of the fifth year, when the plaintiff would be 
out of his pupilage, he would be able to earn from 14s. to ISs. 
a week, and the compensation was assessed at 80/. : — Held, 
that the amount which the plaintiff could earn when out of 
his pupilage could not be taken into consideration, but only 
the amount of his actual earnings as an apprentice, and the 
verdict must therefore be reduced, Noel v. Bbdruth Foundbt 
CoxpAHT. Mar. 3. Divisional Court (Wills and Wright JJ.), 

Counsel: Lawson Walton, Q.C, and W. Ellis llill ; Bosan- 
?wc<, Q.C, and J. A. Eawke. Solicitors: Watson, Sons & 
Room, for Daniell A Thomas, Camborne; Bobbins, Billings 
A Co., for Paige & Grylls, Bedruth. P. B. H, 



8. OA8W0BK8 GLAU8S3 ACT— SUPPLY OF OhAr^Neglect or 
refusal to supply — Action for damages — Gasworks Clauses Act, 
1871 (c. 41), ss, 11, 12, 36. When a gas company has neglected 
or refused to supply a consumer with a sufficient supply of 
gas under the prescribed pressure and of the prescribed quality, 
the consumer cannot sue the gas company for damage which 
he has sustained by reason of such neglect or refusal, the only 
remedy being for penalties under sect. 36 of the Gasworks 
Clauses Act, 1871. Cleoo, Parkinson & Co. v. Eabbt Gas 
Company. Mar. 2. Divisional Court (Wills and Wright J J.). 

Counsel : B. Bray and T. T. Paine ; C A. Russell. Solicitors : 
W. A. Bohinson, Keighley ; Littledale & Lefroy, for Artindale & 
Southern, Burnley. W. A. 



9. HUCKBAjn) AHD WIFE— KAIHTEHAKCS, HEGLECT TO PBO- 
VIDS — Evidence of meatis — Summary Jurisdiction {Married 
Women) Act, 1895 (c. 39), s. 4. Upon the hearing by a court of 
sununary jurisdiction of a summons taken out by a married 
woman under sect. 4 of the Summary Jurisdiction (Married 
Women) Act, 1895, charging her husband with wilful neglect 
to provide reasonable maintenance for her, the Court, before 
making an order, must be satisfied that the husband either is 
in receipt of actual earnings or has the capability of earning 
a livelihood; evidence of means cannot be entirely dispensed 
with. Eabnshaw v. Eabnshaw. Mar. 3. Jeune Pre& and 
€k>rell Barnes J. 

Counsel: C. E. Jones; H, T. Waddy. Solicitors: Jaques A 
Co., for Armitage, Sykes yk Binchcliffe, Huddersfield; Learoydy 
James <fc Mell<yr, for Turner, Huddersfield. W. J. B. 



10. HUCKBAjn) AVD WIFE— PEB8ISTS9T GSUELTT — Sum^ 
mary Jurisdiction (^Married Women) Act, 1895 (c. 89), s. 4 — Betro* 
spective operation of section. The provision of sect. 4 of the 
Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895, giving 
jurisdiction under the Act to a court of summary jurisdiction 
in cases where a husband has been guilty of persistent cruelty 
to his wife, thereby causing her to live apart from him, is 
retrospective in its operation, and applies to acts of cruelty 
conmiitted before the Act came into force. Lane v. Lanb. 
Mar. 3. Jeune Pres. and Gorell Barnes J. 

Coimsel : S. T. Evans ; Ivor Bo wen. Solicitors : Bell, Brodrick 
tfc Gray, for Cutkbertson & Thomas, Neath ; T. D. Jones, for Moses 
Thomas, Aberavon. W. J. B. 



11. HUBBAHD AKD WIFE— SirMMABT JT7BI8DIOnON (MAE- 
SnSD WOXEE) ACT, 1896 (o. 89) — Appeals— Practice. In an 
appeal to the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division from 
the decision of a court of sunmiary jurisdiction under the 
Sunmiary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895, the practice 
under the Divorce Acts has no application, and it is not 
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necessftry that any case should be stated or filed. The practioe 
in such appeals is governed by Order ux., rr. 4 A, 7, 8, 10^ 
11, 12, and 16. Swoffeb v. Swoiteb. Mar. 3. Jeune Pres. 
and Gorell Barnes J. 

Ooxaiael: BandoJph, Solicitor: T. Duerdin Button. 

W. J. B. 



12. HUBBAHD AVD WIFE— SUJOULKY JUEISDICTXOV (KABr- 
BIBD WOKBV) ACT, 18d5 (o. 89) — Practice. Upon the hearing 
of an appeal under the Sununary Jurisdiction (Married Women) 
Act, 1895, the Court said that it would be a great convenience 
if, on the hearing :of applications under that Act, the magis- 
trates' clerks would take notes of the proceedings and forward 
them (in case of appeal) to the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Division; and also if the magistrates would in all cases say 
shortly on what groimds of fact or law they based their 



decision. Hablino v. Habldto. Mar. 8. Jeune Pres. and 
Qorell Barnes J. 

Counsel: Inderwick, 0.(7., and Temple Martin; W. T, Bar- 
nardl and Madeod, Solicitors : Newhan <fc Co, ; W. J. A E. B, 
Tremelten. W. J. B. 

13. WILL-4XEABITABLE WB^JTBafTSlank space in wHl— 
" Charitable or phdanthropie " purpose. A testator bequeathed 
money "for some one or more purposes, diaritable phBan- 

thropic or ." And he indicated certain pezsons l^ 

whom the precise purposes were to be named i-^Eeld, that the 
gift was not bad merely because the third purpose was left in 
blank; but that it was bad because the word '' philanthropic* 
included objects which the Court did not recognise as charitaU& 
In re MA0DU7F. Maoduit v. Maodutf. Feb. 26. Stirling J. 

Cowaaid: Hadley, Whitworth, and Jngle Joyce. SolidtorB: 
Thomas] Webster ; Hare & Co. W. W. K. 
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VOTIGS TO aouciTOBa 



Whh ike view of itmtring ike grealeei poitible occur aay amd 
npditil ^ ^ MtriofM fuMieaHUme connected wOk ike Law 
Bkfortb, ike (kmea wU he Miged, if ike SoUeUore to wkom 
^ppUeaAm is made ^ any B^porter ading for ike OouncU, 
wiU Of 90<m ae pouible after application fumisk ike neees- 
taryPt^pere^iogeiker wiik any information in ikeir power a$ to 
Ae namee of (he various SoUcitore engaged in tke com. At ike 
•MM ItM, ike CouncU ikankfully acknowledge tke assistance 
Hey kave already received from so many members of tke Pro- 
fmmm in femisking ike papers required to prepare accurate 
reports* 



TABLE OF OASES. 



TA.QM 

AmnroBTH v. Wilding Bomer J. 30 

Attosxkt-Qbkbbal of Duchy of Lancaster v. Liyebpool New 

Cattle Habkst Comfant . C ^. 30 

BnivrrT, In re. Joseb v. Bennett , C,A, SI 

Oeat, In re North /. 30 

Hbedebsom Bros. v. Shankland & Co C, A, SO 

Kehbedt v. Db Tbafforb C. ii. 31 

KOno A3fD Ebhabdt'8 Aftlication, Li re . StirUng J. 31 

Lmward^ Imre C. il. 30 

Obglkt (LoBsX In re. Ottlet r . Tcbker . . StirUng J, 31 

fiAimnr, in re. Saufsov v. Samfsok . . StirUng J, 32 
Sevekv avd Wte and Setebn Budge Railway Compakt, la re 

Bomer J, SO 

Bhoe Macbdibry Comfany V, Cutlan . footer /. 81 



COUBT OF APPEAL. 



Becobd of Busn^ESs. 



COURT I. 



Friday, Maroh 6. 

h re Leonard. JSc parte The Dtbior. Appeal from Mr. Registrar 

Linklater. DiBmissed. 
In re Fry, J, Ex parte A. O. Ditton. Appeal fnxB Yanghan 

Wniianw J. Dismissed. 
B. IHAowdei A Sone v. L. Gotdatein, Appeal from Yaugban 

Williams and Wright J I. Dismissed. 
Maroid v. Lnwrinat A Co, Appeal from Day J. Fart heard. 

Ko. 9.— 1896. 



Tuesday, March 10. 

Sienier t. Spearman, Appeal from Follock B. Dismissed. 
Oliver y. Veiteh. Appeal from FoUook B. Allowed. 

Wednesday, March 11. 

The Linnet. Owners of Helen Craig v. Owners of LinneL Appeal 
from Barnes J. Dismissed. 

Thubsday, March 12. 

The Turkisfan. Appeal from President of the Admiralty iDivisioiw 

Dismissed. 
Seaton y. Sheridan and Another. Application for judgment or new 

triaL Part heard. 



COURT n. 



Thursday, Maroh 5. 

Kennedy y. De Trafford. Appeal of M. A. De Traiford and Another 
from Y.-C. of Goonty Palatine of Laneaster. Part heard. 

Friday, March 6. 

Kennedy y. De Traferd. Appeal from Y.-C. of County PalatiiMS of 

Lancaster. Allowed. 
Kennedy y. De Trafford, Appeal of J. B. Dodson from Y.-G. of 

County Palatine of Lancaster. Allowed. 
In re Thomas Fare, deceased. Appeal from Y.-C. of County Palatine 

of Lancaster. Part heard. 

Saturday, Maroh 7. 

ill re Tfunnas FarCi deceased. Appeal from Y.-C. of Coonty Palatine 

of Lancaster. Dismissed. 
Attorney-Gtneral of Duehy of Lancaster r. Liverpool New Cattie 

Marhd Company, Appeal from Y.-C. of County Palatine of Lao* 

caster. Part heard. 

Monday, Maroh 9. 

Atiomey'Generdt of Duchy of Lancaster y. Liverpool Neio Catth 
Marktt Company. Appeal from Y.-C. of County Palatine of Laa. 
caster. Dismissed. 

In re Bennett. Jones y. Bennett. Appeal from Y.-C. of County Pala- 
tine of Lancaster. Allowed. 

In re . v. — — . Appeal from Kokewloh J. Heard 

in camera. Part heard. 



In re — — . 
in camera. 



Tuesday, March 10. 
- V. . Appeal from Kokewioh J. Hearcl 

Wednesday, March 11. 

La Compagnie de MayviUe y. Whitley. Appeal from North J. Pkurt 
heard. 



During the eitHng of the ConrU The Weekly Notes wSa he pMished 
on Saturday, and teiU generally compriae Notes of Deeteions up to 
and ineUiding thoee of the previous Thursday. AU eases of permkaniaU 
intertst noted herein mII he reported in full in Thb Law Rbports. 
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NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These r.oie$ ar& numbered for convenience of reference^ 
e.g. TT. N, (96) 80 (1). 



1« BAHXBVPTCT— BECEnriKG OBDSB— TTah^ of assets. It 
is not a suflficient ground for refusing to make a receiving order 
"fn bankruptcy that apparently the debtor has no assets avail- 
a^ble for distribution among his creditors. In re Lsonabd. 
March 6. 0. A. (Lord Esher M.R., Lopes and Rigby L JJ.). 

Counsel: E, Heed, Q.C, and C. L. Attenhorotigh ; Bingwood- 
Solicitors; Stanley Attenhorough & Tyser; C, cfc S, Harrison & 
Co. E. L. 



2. CATTLE XABKBT— SPECIAL Am-^Liverpool New Cattle 
Market Act (2 Will, 4, c. viii.)— Construction, The Court held, 
upon ^the constniction of the above Act, (1) that no charge 
could be imposed in excess of the sums specified in the Act for 
any use of the market to which the public were entitled under 
the Act ; and (2) that the Cattle Market Company thereby in- 
corporated could not by any bye-law throw upon the public 
<U6ing the market any burden which ought by law to be borne 
by the company itself; but that (8) so long as the public using 
the market were not prejudiced, there was nothing to prevent 
the company from agreeing to give special accommodation or 
facilities to jwrsons desiring to have them, upon such terms as 
to payment as such persons might be willing to accept. Attob- 
net-Genebal of Duoht of Lanoastxb v. Litebpool New 
Qattlb Mabkbt Company. March 9. C. A. (Lindley, Kay 
«Qd A. L. Smith L.JJ.). 

Counsel: Farwell, O-C, Botch, and Sguarey ; Cozens-Sardy, 
Q.C, P, 0. Laturence, Q.C., and J, Buther/ord. Solicitors: John 
Joseph Yates, Liverpool ; B. Carruthers, Liverpool. 

W. W. K. 



S. COMFAVT — 8HABEH0L0SS — Unclaimed dividends — 
6tattUes of Limitation. When a company declares a dividend 
on its shares a debt immediately becomes payable to each share 
holder in respect of his dividend for which he can sue at law 
and the Statute of Limitations immediately begins to run 
Redeclaration does not make the company a trustee of th^ 
dividend for the shareholder, and an entry of the liability in 
the company's books— at any rate where no special part of it 
assets is set aside as representing the dividend, and no notic^ 
of the entry is given to the shareholder — does not take the case 
out of the statute. Qu«re, whether in the case of a company 
under the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890, the period of limita 
tion is six or twenty years. In re Sevkbn and Wye and 
Sstebn Bbidoe Railway Company. March 9. Bomer J« 

Counsel: Frederic nomp.on; Ver..oi B. Smith, Q.C., and 
Bowden ; Dhf'n ; W. M. Cann, . Solicitors : Fi^ld, Bacof <t Co: 



for James Wintle A Son, Kewnham; Peacock A Ooddard, for 
Haines A Sumner, Glolioeater; Ja/tuoti, CM A Co,, for HaygaHh 
A Lawrence, Cirencester ; Arthur Cheese. F. E. 



4. Atiti vOTT^nR mn ov wnaiun-^AfporUon- 

ment of dvt^^Finanee Act, 18M (c. 80), ••. 1, 2, 0, 7, 8, 9, U. 
Upon fhe marriage of a soil in 1891 his fiather ettteied into a OOV0- 
nant with the trustees of the son's marriage settlement, that his 
executors or administrators would, within six months after 
his death, pay to the trustees 25,000/., to be held by them 
upon the trusts of the settlement. The father died in Feb- 
ruary, 1895, and his executors paid the estate duty on his 
estate, the debt due on the ooveiiant not being deducted in 
determining the value of the eBMei—Hdd, that, as between 
the executors and the trustees of the settlement, the estate 
duty in respect of the 25,0007. must be borne by the testator's 
estate. In re Gbat. March 12. North J. 

Counsel: Vernon Smith, Q.C., and Marcy ; Swinfen Eady, 
Q.C., and Bryan Farrer; A. B. Kirby, Solicitors: Tucker, 
Lake & Lyon ; Oosling A Co, W. L. C. 



6. XUDGXEirT — flXTTnrO ASIBE — Misiake — Jurisdiction^ 
Where judgment has been taken by oonsent, compromising an 
action, and has been passed and entered, the Court has no 
jurisdiction to set aside the judgment on motion in the same 
action on the ground that the consent of the apidioant was 
given under a mistake. The proper^ proceeding is a separate 
action to set aside the compromise. Ainswobth v, WiLDnra. 
March 12. Bomer J. 

Counsel: Hopkinson, Q.C., and J, G. Butcher; NevtOe, Q.G., 
and 0. Leigh-Clare; E. C. Maenaghten. Solicitors: Bohbins' 
Billing & Co. ; Bower, Cotton A Bower, for Ainsworth, Sanderson 
A Howson, Blackburn. F. £. 



6. VARUrE I]r8UBAH€EE--0EEERAL AVXRA0E — lfo<fe qf 

adjustment. During a storm a ship sustained damage, and, in 
order to save ship and cargo, it became necessary to make a 
general average sacrifice by cutting away her main and fore 
masts. The ship after her arrival in port was not worth 
repairing, and was sold as a total constructive loss: — H^, 
that, in making the average adjustment, the amount to be con- 
tributed to in general average was the difference between the 
value of the ship before the particular average damage occurred 
and the estimated cost of repairing such damage less the 
amount realized by the sale, and that no allowance of one- 
third new for old was to be made upon the [estimated cost of 
repairing the particular average damage. Hendebson Bbos. t*. 
Shankland & Co. March 4. C. A. (Lord Esher M.B., Lopes 
and Bigby L. JJ.). 

Counsel: Bigham, Q,C., a,ndLeck; Joseph Wdlion, Q.C., and 
Scrutton. Solicitors: Wdltom, Buhb, Johnson & Whatton ; 
Loioless d: Co, E. L. 
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7. HoneAflot ixD itamMSB— nnoKAflE bt ohx ov 

HSVIRAL* WtnMJMBM^PurehasthTMney-^I^ncip^^ interest and 
«oife. There k nothing to ptdr^t one of several mortgagors 
buying ^e ^Kifopdrty for himself ft^xn the mortgagee selling 
under the power of sale in the mortgage deed; nor is there 
floiy olijebfioli t6'the sasle being made at a sum representing the 
pniieipai; thtidi^M afid ^ittBts dn«r tdr the morf^^agee, provided 
the salels 'niid^iindk^ a ffbnd fidt exercise of the power of sale, 
ffittftrsny 0. Di TbAiwsd. March 6. 0. A. (Lindley, Kay 
amd'A. li. Smith L.JJ.). 

Gomisel: At;&mvy^ Q,C:, and G. Dodson; Farmll, Q.C., P. 0. 
Lawrence, Q.G.^ and Moherly ; Warmington, Q.O., and Olarkson, 
SoMtors : Boa^ A Sdgofr, Manchester; Oro/ton, Craven A 
Worthington, -ManCAiester; Taylor, Kirhman A Colley, Man- 
chester. G. I. F. 0. 



8. PABTHXR8S0P — ^ACCOITVTS — Retiring partner — Audit — 
Cost^^Capital and income, A partner on retiring from his 
firm left his capital, 15,000^., in the business under an agree- 
ment containing various stipulations^ including one for the 
production to him yearly of a balance-sheet of the business, 
intended to enable him to be satisfied &om time to time of the 
solrency of the firm and the safety of his capital. He after- 
wards died having by will settled the 15,000/. upon one for 
life with remainders over: — Held, that the expenses of the 
yearly audit and stock-taking should, as between the tenant for 
life and the remaindermen, be borne by the capital of the 
15,000/. and not by the income. In re Bhnnitt. Jonis v, 
Bennett. March 9. 0. A. (Lindley, Eay and A. L. Smith L.JJ.). 

Counsel: Cozens-ffardy, Q.C/., and^. Rutherford; F. Thomp- 
son, and A. d,B. Terrdl ; P. 0. Latorence, Q.O., and J. Rutherford^ 
Solicitors : Field, Roscoe & Co,, for Miller, Peel, Hughes, A Ruther- 
fard, Liverpool; J. F. Harrison A Burton, Liverpool. 

G. I. F. C, 

9. PATER — TAUBITT — Infringement — Injunction — Second 
tKtion hetween same parties — Validity denied on different grounds 
—Res judicata — Estoppel. In an action by a patentee claiming 
damages for an infringement and an injunction, the defendant 
denied the validity of the patent, allying certain anticipations, 
and the infringement. At the trial it turned out that the 
alibied infringement had occurred since the issue of the writ, 
and on that ground the evidence as to infringement was under 
the circumstances held inadmissible. ^Fhe Court, however, 
ga^e judgment upholding the validity of the patent, but did 
not grant an injunction. The patentee then commenced a 
second action against the same defendant claiming damages 
for an infringement of the same patent and an iiyunction. 
The defendant again denied the validity of the patent, alleging 
certain anticipations which were not before the Court in the 
first action. He also denied infringement: — Held, that the 
^^^^lidity of the patent was res judicata, and that the judgment 
in the first action estopped the defendant from denying the 
validity of the patent; but held, on the evidence, that the 



defendant had not infringed the patent. Sbos Maohinibt 
CoMPAinr V. CuTLAN. March 6. Bomer J. 

Counsel: Moulton, Q.C., Cripps, Q.C., and Lawson; NeviUe, 
0.(7., Terrdl, Q.O., and MiekUm. Solicitors: J. H. A J. Y. 
Johnson ; Sharps, Parker A Co. H, L. F.. 



10. T&AnZ-]UXK--SXCn8TSi1tOir ---i^es^nc^ions on -^"Re- 
presentations of the Royal Croum *• — Instructions issued by camp- 
troUei' to persons wishing to register trade-^narks. There is no 
positive rule, binding upon the Court or the Board of Trade, 
prohibiting the registration of the representation of a crown $a 
a trade-mark; but a series of printed instructions issued since 
1875 by the comptroller to applicants for r^stration have con- 
tained a regulation that " the royal arms or arms so nearly re- 
sembling them as to be calculated to deceive " and " representa- 
tions of the Boyal Crown " will not be registered as trade-marks 
or as prominent parts:of trade-marks, unless the marks have been 
used before the 13th of August, 1875; and these instructions 
have been largely acted upon in the Trade Marks Office. Upon 
an application to raster a mark containing a representation of 
a crown resembling that of a marquis : — Held, that whether the 
instructions issued by the comptroller were binding or not the 
practice of the Office ought not now to be departed from; that 
not every representation of a crown was prohibited by those 
instructions, but only representations of the Boyal Crown as 
conuuonly known, viz., a circlet surmounted by two arches; 
and that the device contained in the mark in question did not 
so closely resemble the Boyal Crown as to be likely to deceive, 
and consequently that subject to the disclaimer of the right 
to the exclusive use of the crown the registration ought to 
proceed. In re K6mQ and Ebhasdt*s Application. Feb. 28 ; 
March 6. Stirling J. 

Counsel : Mcmlton, Q.C., and Whinney; Sir R. Webster, A.-Q., 
and Ingle Joyce. Solicitors : Gresham, Davies A Dallas ; Solicitors 
to the Board of Trade^ G. A, S. 

11. WHL— OOOTTEnCTIOir--G(/lf of ««?» of money — Trust for 
investment during life tenancy and subsequent conversion — LegO" 
cies out of proceeds of sale-^Oift whether of specific or aliquot 
parts of fund. A testator gave 20,000/. to trustees upon trust 
to invest and pay the income to A. for life, and after her death 
he directed the trustees to convert the fund into money and 
thereout pay specific legacies amounting in the whole to 
15,000/. ; and he directed that 5000/., the remaining part of 
the said sum of 20,000/., should fall into his residuary estate, 
which he also disposed of. On the death of A. the proceeds of 
sale of the invested fund considerably exceeded 20,000/. :-~Hdd, 
that the testator intended to dispose not of the mere sum of 
20,000/., but of the investments which represented it, and that 
the net proceeds of sale must be divided in aliquot shares. 
In re LofiD Onglby. Ottley v. Ttjbnes. Jan. 29 ; March 1. 
Stirling J. 

Counsel: Dundas Gardiner; E. Beaumont. Solicitors: L. V. 
Amos ; Shovbridge A May. G. A. S. 
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12. WILL — TBUfT —Lift jinterest — Forfeiture dame -^ At- 
tachment of income by judgment creditor of tenant for life — 
Oarnishee order. A testator gave his real and personal estate 

• to trustees npon tmst to pay to his son so mnch of the income 
aecming due dnring his lifetime " as would not although the 
same was payable to him be by his act or default or by opera- 
tion or j)rocess of law so disposed of as to prevent his personal 
enjoyment thereof, and to apply so much of the same income 

^as.wouldaf the same were payable to my said son be disposed 
of. as last aforesaid" for the benefit of his son's wife and 
children at the discretion of the trustees. On the 16th of 

.April, 1895, the trustees wrote [to the son informing him 
that they had in their hands .a sum representing income of 
the trust property payable to hiuL On the 17th of April the 
trustees weiQ served by creditors of the son with a ganushee 
order ms» attaching the money in their hands. On the 24th 
of April the garnishee order was made absolute, and the 



XMabch 14, 1896, 

trustees paid over the mon^y to the creditors. On an 
application by the son's wife to recover the mmeiy item th» 
trustees: — Held, that the trusts of the income dnring ihe son's 
life were valid in law; that the time at which the destination of 
any instahnent of income was to be detennined was the momeBt 
at which that instalment either became due ox was in the hands 
of the trustees ready for application under the trusts of the 
will; that the son's title to the money accrued on the 16th of 
April, 1895, and that the pUdntifT consequently never becaata 
entitled to the benefit of the discretionary trust in her flavour. 
In re Sampson. Sampsok t*. Sampson. Jan. 21; Maidi 7. 
Stirling J[. 

Counsel: Hastings^ Q.C^BXiA Marcy; BvMey^ Q.C^ and E, 
Beaumont. Solicitors: Fidd^ Boaooe A Co., for C7. F. Dean, 
Slough and Windsor; Bodgers^ Thomae A Sandford, 

G.A.& 
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NOTICE TO SOUCITOBa 



With ihe view of insuring the greatest possible aoouracy and 
rapidity in the various publieaiions connected with the Law 
Bkports, the OouneU wiU he obliged^ if ihe Solicitors to whom 
eipplicoHon is vuide hy any Reporter acting for the Council, 
will as soon as possible afler application furnish the neees- 
Bory Papers^ together with any information in (heir power as to 
ihe names of the various Solicitors engaged in the case. At the 
same time^ the OouncU thankfully acknowledge the assistance 
ihey have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in furnishing the papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 



TABLE OF CASES. 



(Thabbisiue, Im re. Dubet v. Ghabbibbe North J. 

Bayus, In re ChiUy J. 

HAmtv^ In re Cave J. 

Hassell v. Stanley ChiUy J. 

LiTTUE V. Steyehsox & Co fl". L. 

MOUNTOASBELL (EaBL OF) V. MOBE-SUYTII . H. L, 

Ward, In re North J, 

Whitb ahd Smfth'b Coktbaot, Inre . . Stirling J, 



FAQS 
84 

34 
83 
84 
34 
33 
34 
34 



FfliDAY, March 13. 

Jotus V. Witheri, Appeal from Eekewloh J. Allowed. 
Ilindson v. Ashby. Appeal from Bomer J. ^art hei^. 

MoimAT, March 16. 

In re Holt & Co,*is Trade Matlit. Judgment delivered, and appeA 

allowed. Kay L.J. dtseentienie. 
Hindeon v. Ashly. Appeal from Bomer J. Fart heard. 

Tuesday, March 17. 
Hindton y. AMy. Appeal from Bomer J. Part heard. 

Wednesday, March 18. 

In re Harding, Harding y. Harding, Appeal from North J, 

Allowed. 
J, Lyone & Sons y. Watkint. Appeal from North J. Part heard. 



OOTJBT OP APPEAL. 

Becobd of Business. 

COURT I. 

Fbiday, March 13. 

Beaton v. Sheridan and Another. Application for judgment or new 
trial. Diflmiflsed. 

CaUman v. Broad, Application for judgment or now trial Dis- 
iiiisBod. 

Monday, March 16. 

North Weetem Bank, Limited y. LingfiM Steamship Company, Limited, 
Appeal from Lord Chief Justice. Cur. adv. vuU. 

Crosfield & Sons v. Pahmeyer & Co. Appeal from Cave J. Dib- 
miflsed. 

Wednesday, March 18. 

Sodean v. Shorey. Appeal from Lawranoo J. Dismissed. 

Banham y. Measures. Application for judgment or new trial. Dis- 
miflBed. 

HaroUd r. Lawrinat <fe Co. Appeal from Day J. Part heard. 



During the sOUng of ihe CouHs Thb Weekly Notes. tmS he pMished 
on Saturday, and wHl generally comprise Notes of Decisions up to 
and induding those of ihe previous Thursday. AU cases of permanent 
interest noted Iterein will he reported infuU in Tn Law Bspobts. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These notes are numbered /or convenience of referenee^ 
e.g. W, N, (96) 33 (1). 



COURT n. 

Thvbsday, March 12. 

In Compagnie de Mayville, Limited y. Whiiley. Appeal from North J. 

Allowed. 
Jones T. Withers. Appeal from Eekewloh J. Part heard. 
K<K 10.-.1896. 



1. BANKRUPTCY — PEACnOB—2>w<y of bankrupt— Property 
abroad—Befusal to execute a power of attorney— Contempt of 
Court— Committal— Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (c. 52), ss. 24, 168. 
The only asset of a bankrupt was some land in Guatemala in 
South America. By the law of that State only the r^stered 
owner of property is regarded, and it cannot be dealt with 
except by him or under a registered power of attorney from 
him. The trustee in bankruptcy had received an offer of 1000?. 
for the land, which he considered good and was desirous of 
accepting, and, pursuant to sect. 24 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, he requested the bankrupt to execute a power of attorney 
to enable him to accept the offer and complete the sale. The 
bankrupt refused, objecting to the form of the power of attor- 
ney and also suggesting that the land was worth more than 
1000?. ; thereupon the trustee applied to the Court for his com- 
mittal to prison, on the ground that his refusal was a contempt 
of Court : — Held, that under the circumstances the refusal of 
the bankrupt was unreasonable, and an order of committal^was 
made, but not to be enforced if within fourteen days the bank« 
rupt executed a power of attorney in a form approved of by 
the registrar. Jn re Habbis. March 18. Cave J. 

Counsel: Carriwjton; Hume WiUiain^. Solicitors: A. J. 
BeHjamifi ; Colyer ct* Colt/ci\ H. L. F. 



2. ESTATE FUB [AUTBSi YIE-~8PECIALl00CUPAET— Aarecu- 

tory agreement — 1 Vict. c. 26, «. 6. Decision of the Court of 
Appeal in Ireland ([1895] 1 1. B. 44) affirmed and appeal dis- 
missed with costs. Earl of Mountgasbell, App.; More- 
Smyth, Bxsp. March 12. H. L. (Lord Halsbury L.C., and Lords 
[Watson, Herschell, Macnaghten, Morris and Davey). 
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Ck>imsel: Levett, Q.O., and Thomas Douglas; Warmington, 
Q.Cy 0. A. (y Connor, Q.O., and Charles Church. Solicitors: 
Fattinson & Brewer, for W, Buckley, Dublin ; Prior, Church cfe 
Adams, for B. W, Peebles, Dublin. J. M. M. 



3. IHTESTATE8* ESTATES ACT, 1890 (o. 29), bb. 3, 4— WIDOWS 
0EAB6S — Bower — Priorities, Dower in respect of the estate 
of an intestate is subject pro rata to the widow's charge imposed 
by the Intestates' Estates Act, 1890. In re Ghabbiebb. Dubxt 
V, Ghabbiebe. March 14. North J. 

Counsel: Bawlins, Q,C, and Brahant; Bedman; C. E. E. 
Jenkins, Solicitors: F, A, Brahant; Be Bvriatte, D. P. 



4. YBA(mCE'-C08>rB— Set-off— Independent actions— Bules 
of the Supreme Court, 1883, Order Lxv., rr, 14 and 27 (21). 
CJosts incurred in the High Court cannot be set off under 
Order lxv., rr. 14 and 27(21) against costs obtained in a County 
Court. Order lxv., r. 14, does not apply to costs in different 
actions. Habsbll v, Stanlbt. March 18. Chitty J. 

Counsel: BusseU Boberis; Badcock. Solicitors: Bowdiffes, 
Bawle & Co,, for Bremner, Sons & Corlett, Liverpool ; Crowders & 
Vizard, for Clarke A Davis, Liverpool, W. 0. D. 



6, SHIP— BAICAGES IV VATITBS OF JXSXUKSLh&Hr— Charter- 
party — Lay-days — Scottish Judicature Act, 1825 (c, 120>, s, 40, 
A charterparty provided that the ss. Biver Ettrick should 
proceed to Bo-ness to receive a cargol of coal, demurrage to be 
paid at a specified rate, " lay-days to count from the time the 
master has got ship reported l)erthed." On the 17th of October 
the shipowner wrote to the charterers *' Biver Ef trick lias left for 
Bo-ness," and asked them to supply a cargo for the 19th. The 
vessel arrived in the roads of Bo-ness on that date, but in con 
sequence of the crowded state of the dock she was not allowed 
to enter. On the 21st a loading l)erth IxxMinio vacant in con- 
sequence of cargoes not being ready for vessels which had 
arrived before the Biver Ettrick. If a cargo had l)ccn ready 
for the Biver Ettrick she would have got this berth. No cargo 
being ready for her, she was not allowed to enter the dock. A 
few days afterwards she got her cargo. The shipowner claimed 
damages for the delay caused by the alleged fault of the 
charterers in not having the cargo ready on the 2l8t on the 
ground that there was an obligation on the charterers to have 
the cargo ready. On appeal a preliminary point was raised by 
the charterers that inasmuch as this was a case originating in 
the Sheriff Court, the facts found in the interlocutor appealed 
from were final; and a fact given only in Lord Trayner's 
judgment could not l>e founded on :— 7/e7</, affirming the Court 
of Session, Scotland, 22 Ct. Sess. Cas. 4th Series (Bettie) 796, 
that the claim of the shipowner was altogether unreasonable : 
even if the case could be gone into. Little v. Stevenson & Co. 
March 19. H. L. (Lord Halsbury L.C., and Lords Herschell, 
Macnaghten and Morris). 

Counsel: Joseph Walton, Q.C., and I^ck ; Bigham, Q.C., Boyd 
and J, J, Cook (of the Scottish Bar). Solicitors : Lowless & Co, ; 
Wilson & Son, for Boyd, Jameson & Kelly, W,S., Leith. 

a. J. w. 



6. SOLIOITO& — ^BILL OF COSTS — Payinent before delivery- 
Cash a/xount without items — TcuccUion — Solicitors Act, 1843 
(c. 73), s, 41. A solicitor, in pursuance of a verbal agreement 
with his client, had retained the amount of his remuneration 
out of loans procured for the client, and had delivered him 
cash accounts containing the items of such remuneration in 
lump sums. The solicitor now resisted an application for the 
delivery of his bills of costs and their taxation on the gronnd 
that the bills, if delivered, would not ho liable to taxation, as 
the client's payments would bo referred to the bills of costs: 
In re Thompson, Ex parte Baylis, [1894] 1 Q. B. 462, and that 
more than twelve montlis had elapsed since such payments :— 
ITeld, that for this purpose the bills in question must be proper 
bills of costs, and not mere cash accounts without items. In 
In re Thompson a proper bill had in fact been delivered in 
addition to the cash account, although by a slip this does not 
appear in the report, which a^^pears to treat the cash account as 
a taxable bill. Delivery and taxation of bills were ordered. 
In re Batlis. March 18. Chitty J. 

Counsel: Fartvell, Q,C,, and Sington ; Scrution, Solicitors: 
Bowcliffes, Baivle & Co., iot A, (fc G, For, Manchester ; Peard cC- 
Son, for T, W. Baylis, Brighton. G. M. 



7. SOlIdTOa— COSTS— TcwYi^ion — Taxation of one of several 
bills — Order of course. When a solicitor has delivered to his ch'ent 
several distinct bills of costs, and the client disputes only one of 
them, and has paid to the solicitor an amount admitted by him 
to be sufficient to satisfy his claim in respect of all the bills, so 
that he has no lien on the client's documents, the client may 
obtain the common order of course to tax the one bill which ho 
disputes. In re Ward. March 13. North J. 

Jn re Byrch, 8 Beav. 124 ; In re Imw and Gould, 21 Beav. 
481; In re Wavell, 22 Beav. 634; and In re Yctts, 33 Beav. 
412, distinguished. 

Counsel: Coi-dery ; xi, Beddall, Solicitors: 7^ //. Ward; 
G, B. Crook, ' W. L. C. 



8. VEITDOB AND FUBOHASER— LEASEHOLDS— /Sa^e hy auction 
— Onei'ons covenants in lease — Non-disclosure by vendor — Duty of 
purchaacr to demand inspection — Constructive notice. The rule 
laid down by the Court of Appeal in Becve v. Bcrridgf, 
20 Q. B. I). 523, that it is the duty of a vendor to disclose all 
that is necessary to protect himself, and not the duty of the 
purchaser to demand inspection of the vendor's titlo-decd 
before entering into a contract, is equally applicable to the ease 
of a sale by auction as to that of a sale by private contract 
Where, therefore, on a sale of leaseholds by auction the par- 
ticulars and conditions of sale contained no statement as to 
the nature of the covenants in the lease (which were in fact 
onerous), nor any notice that the lease might be inspected at 
the office of the vendor's solicitors or elsewhere, it was held 
that the purchaser was not affected with notice of the cove- 
nants ; that he had not had a fair opportunity of inspecting 
the lease, and was, therefore, not bound to complete the 
contract. In re White and Smith's Contbact. Jan. 29; 
March 18. Stirling J. 

Counsel: Stewart Smith; Hastings, Q.C, and Ashton Crosf* 
Solicitors: J. H, Smith; T. H, Eiscott. Q. A. 8. 
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NOTICE TO BOIiICITOBa 



WUh ike view of imuring Ae greatest paseible accuracy and 
rapidiiif in tie varioue puhlieaiione connected with the Law 
Bbpobts, the OouncQ vfill he Miged, if the Solicitors to whom 
OfpUeoHon is made hy any Reporter acting for the (Jouncil, 
wtS as soon as possible after application furnish the neces- 
Mry Papers^ together with any information in iheir power as to 
Ae names ofQie various SoUcOors engaged in the ease. At the 
same timCy the CkmneU thankfully acknowledge the assistance 
ikey hose already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in fumuhing ^ papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 



TABLE OF CASES. 


KekewiehJ. 




CCLVEBHOrSE, i«r«. Cook t». CULTKBHOUBB . 


PAOB 

37 




.C,A. 


37 


Fabnhaii, Jn r0 


. C. A, 


37 


GRiTFiR'g DiYOBCE Bill f 


.H.L. 


36 


Hood Barbs v, Hebiot 


.B.L. 


36 


HORirSET BlBTBICT COUNCIL V. SmITH 


KekewichJ. 


88 


Ltoxb (J.) & Sons ». WiLKiNS 


.\a A. 


38 


MoKeown v. Boudabd Petbbil Gbab Company 


Homer J, 


36 




.B.L. 


86 


Powell (W.)& Sons, /nm .... 


, BomerJ. 


36 


Bl8.f;.gODKH 


. Div. CL 


37 


Bbq. v. Webb and Othxbb (JuflnoBs) and Grove 


. Div, Ot. 


35 


RusflKLL (Countess) r. Eabl Ruvbell . 


.B.L. 


37 


Bt. Lbonabds, Shobeditch (VEarrRT of) r. Phelan 


Biv. a. 


37 


T6ITENHAM, Jn r« 


. North J. 


37 


TBEVOB V. HUTCHINS 


. a A, 


36 


Ueitebsal Stock Exchange v. ^teachan 


.B.L. 


88 


Webbbb, Jnr0 


. North J. 


88 


WB01,I»fC 


, North J. 


38 



OOUBT OP APPEAL. 



Tcesdat, March 24. 

Darbyihire and Oihert v. Leigh and Another. Appeal (from Law- 
ranoo J. Allowed. 

Bame9 y. Batteon, Application for jadgment or new trial. Dis* 
missed. 

Westaway y. BooleUe. Application for jadgment or new triaL Dis- 
missed. 

Odham Bros, y. Brunning, Appeal from Collins J. Part heard. 

Wednesday, March 25. 

Odham Bros. y. Brunning, Appeal from Collins J. Cur, adv. wU. 
W, Bancock & Co,, Limited y. BuiJie, Appeal from^Day J.lDi8«> 
missed. 

Thubsday, March 26. 

LoMare, WeiUer d: Co. y. BdUon A Sons. Appeal ^from Mathew J. 
Plaintiffs' appeal allowed. Cross-appeal <^sallowed. 



Becobd of Businebs. 



COURT 1. 

Thubsday, March 19. 

•Harold y. Lawrinat A Co. Appeal from Day J. Dismissed. 

/. Qrtmiwood A Sons y. Laneiuhire and Yorkthire BaUtsay Company 
and (Hhers (Railway and Canal Commission). Appeal from 
ColliBfl J., Right Hon. Sir F. Peel, and Yisomint Cobham. Dis- 
missed. 

Friday, March 20. 

In re Keeble, Appeal from Mr. Registrar Bnmgham. Dismissed. 
OniijMiisf ^f Proprieton of the Birmingham Canal NavigaUon y. Bueedl 
A Soub, Lifniied, Appeal from Lord Chief Justice. Dismissed. 
In re Riekard Lomax, Ae. Appeal from CoUins J. Diamissed. 

Monday, March 23. 
£nbP Olid AnoQier y. Letter. Appeal from Caye J. Dismissed. 
Ha IL— 1896. 



COURT n. 



Thubsday, March 19. 

/. Lyons A Sons y. Wilkins. Appeal from North J. Dismissed. 
Hindson y. AMy. Appeal from Romer J. Part heard. 

Friday, March 20. 

Bindson y. Ashby. Appeal from Romer J. Judgment reseryed, 
Pegge y. Neath and District Tramways] Company, ILimited, Appeal 
from North J. Order made by arrangement. 

Monday, March 23. 

Committee of London Clearing Bankers y. ^Commissiofiers of Inland 
Appeal from Wright and Kennedy J J. 



DiBmiflsed. 



Bevenue. 

Tuesday, March 24. 
Bawes y. Scott, Appeal allowed. 

Wednesday, March 25. 

Cheetham y. Bigginbotham. Appeal from Kekewioh J. Dismissed. 
Trevor y. Rutchins. Appeal from Stirling J. Dismissed. 
Qraham y. 0^ Connor. Appeal from Eekewich J. Part heard. 



Dwring the sitting of the OomrU The Weekly Notes wiU he puhUshed 
on Saturday, and wiU generally comprise Notes of DeeitUms up to 
and induding those of the previous Thursday. AU oases of permanewt 
interest noted herein %oiU be reported infuU in Tbb Law Repobtb. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



• These notes are numbered for eonvenienee of reference^ 
e.g. W. N. (96) 35 (!> 



L BA8TABDT— OBYIOE OF BnXOm— Putative father out 
of jurisdiction — "Last place of ahode^— Bastardy Laws Amend- 
ment Act, 1872 (c 66), 8. 4. By 85 & 36 Vict c. 66, s. 4, after 
the birth of a bastard child, on proof that the smnmoiiB was 
left at the last place of abode of the person summoned, six days 
at least before the petty session, the justices may make an 
order. Shortly after the birth of a child the person all^;ed to 
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be the father left the house where he had up to that time 
resided, and went to America, but the evidence did not shew 
that he had any place of abode in America. Ten days after 
the birth a summons was left at the house where he had 
resided : — Held, that such house was his last place of abode, 
within the meaning of the Act, and the service was sufficient. 
The Queen v. Webb and Others (Justices) and Gbove. 
March 23. Divisional Court (Lawrance and Collins J J.) 

Counsel : T, Willes Chitty ; Ernest Pollock ; Colam, Solicitors : 
JRowcliffeSf Bawle & Co., for Bernard King <fe Sons, Stourbridge ; 
CbcBfies Bobinson A Co.y for W, Waldron, Brierley Hill ; Wain- 
wriffht. P. B. H. 



2* CM)1IPAHY— WIMDIHG-UP— Official Receiver— Liquidator- 
Costs, In a compulsory winding-up a small dividend only had 
been paid to the debenture-holders, and, enough to pay another 
small dividend to them was in the hands of the official receiver 
and liquidator. He took out a misfeasance summons against 
officers of the company, and they applied for security for their 
costs of the summons, the application being opposed by the 
official receiver and liquidator: — Held, that the Court had 
jurisdiction at the hearing of the summons to make the official 
i-eceiver and liquidator personally pay the costs, and in con- 
sidering whether it should do so would have regard to the fact 
that he had oi^>osed an application for security, and that on 
this ground the application must be refused, but without costs. 
Jn re W. Powell & Sons. March 23. Bomer J. 

Coxmsel: (7. E, E, Jenkins; B, Younger; John Henderson, 
Solicitors : Bobinson & Stannard ; Cox & Lafone ; Dawes <fc Sons, 

F. E. 



3. OONTEAOT — ^BSBGISBIOV — Non-disclosure of inatericd foffts 
— C<ympany — Shares — Prospectus. Where a person applies for 
shares in a company on the faith of statements contained in a 
prospectus issued by the company and inviting applications for 
shares, and the prospectus contains no actual misrepresenta- 
tion, aiid the shares are allotted, the applicant is not entitled to 
rescission of his contract merely because the prospectus did not 
state all the material facts pro and con, which might induce a 
person to apply for shares, or prevent him from applying. The 
applicant is only entitled to rescission on the ground of non- 
disclosure of facts where the facts not disclosed are such that 
the omission to disclose them renders the prospectus as it 
stands misleading. McEeown v, Boudabd Pevebil Geab 
CoMPANT. March 25. Bomer J. 

Counsel: C, E, E. Jenkins; Neville, Q.C, and P. Wheeler. 
Solicitors : Woodcock, Byland <fe Parker, for Gaunt & Lingard, 
Manchester; John B. Purchase, F. E. 



4. DEBTOR AND CBEDITOS — BTATUTE-BASBED DEBT — 

Execator*s right of retainer — Fund in Court — Payment out, A 
' fund in Court was standing to the separate account of the share 
of Greorge Hartwell, who had died in 1842. By an order of the 
10th of August, 1893, by which it was carried to that account, 
an inquiry was directed who were the persons beneficially 
entitled, which inquiry was still pending. George Hartwell 
had died indebted to his son Francis Hartwell to an amount 



exceeding the value of the fund, but the debt was barred by 
the Statute of Limitations. Elizabeth S. Hartwell was the 
executrix of Francis Hartwell, and in October, 1895, she took 
out administration de bonis ncn to George Hartwell,iand daimed 
to have the fund paid out to her as his adminifitratrix, so that 
she might retain the debt due to the estate of Francis Hartwell :— 
Held, affirming the decision of Stirling J., ante p. 1, that snch 
payment ought not to be ordered. Teevob v. Hurcmm. 
March 25. C. A. (Lindley, Kay and A. L. Smith L. JJ.). 

Cbunsel: Buckley, Q,C., and Fatvcus; Hastings, Q.C, sad 
Brahant, Solicitors : Bone & Keppel ; Shearman & Bayner. 

H. C. J. 



6. EVIDENCE — PROOF 07 DECEASED'S TESTHEOHY — /r»i 

Divorce Bill— Judge's notes. On the second reading of Bichard E 
Griffin's Divorce Bill the death of one of the witnesses examined 
in the Probate and Matrimonial Court, Dublin, was proved at 
the bar of the House by a death certificate; and that he gaT8 
the evidence contained in an extract produced was proved Ijy 
the petitioner's Dublin agent ; whereupon the deceased's eri- 
dence was admitted. It was intimated that a certified copy of 
the judge's notes taken at the trial was not alone sufficient : see 
Macqueen's Practice of House of Lords, 577; Taylor on Evi- 
dence (9 ed.), s. 646. GRnrrN's Divorce Bill. March 17. 
H. L. (Lord Halsbury L.C., and Lords Watson, HerscheU. 
Macnaghten, Morris, Shaiid, and Davey; and the Bishop of 
Manchester). 

Counsel : James Boberts (with him Henry Cotvper GoS»> 
Solicitors: Mills, Lockyer, <fc Mills^ for W, J. Brett, DuUin; 
A, B. 0, Lowndes, G. J. W. 



6. nSHIHGS, SALMOV— GENERAL TrZLR — Effect of leases. 
Decision of the Court of Session, Scotland (21 Ct Sesa.Cas. 4ft 
Series (Bettie), 282), reversed with costs. Gobton, Aw.; 
Stewabt's Trustees, Besps. March 26. H. L. (Lwd 
Halsbury L.C., and Lords Watson, Macnaghten, Davey, and 
Shand). 

Counsel : The Solidtor-Oenerdlfor Scotland (A. Qraham Mw- 
ray, Q,C,), Haldane, Q.C, and D. M, Abel; The Dean ofFactdtif 
(Asher, Q,C), and Dundas (all of the Scottish Bar except the 
second). Solicitors : Orahames, Currey & Spens, for C. & F. E. 
Chalmers, Advocates, Aberdeen, and Auld <fe Macdonald, W.S,, 
Edinburgh ; A. & W. Beveridge, for Lumsden & Davidson, Advo- 
cates, Aberdeen, and T. J. Gordon & Falconer, l»'15.,Edinbuii^ 

G. J. W. 



7. HUBBAHB AHD WIFE— JTTDOlCEirT AGAINST IIABBIID 
WOMAN — Bestraint on anticipation — Arrears of income due ol 
date of Judgment — Married Women's Property Act, 1882 (c 75), 
s, 1, suh-ss, 1, 2, 3, 4; «. 19. Decision of the Court of Appeal, 
[1895] 2 Q. B. 212, reversed with costs here and below, on the 
ground that the restraint on anticipation did not apply to the 
arrears of income accrued due and payable at or before the 
date of the judgment. Hood Babbs, App. ; Hebiot, Bibp* 
March 24. H. L. (Lords Herschell, Macnaghten, Morris and 
Shand). 

Appellant (assignee of the plaintiff's judgment debt) in peisoo, 
respondent not appearing. Solicitors : Hood Barrs A Co, 

J, M. M. 
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8, IT7VA0T— BAVK&UPT LJnSATlC—Property under the con- 
trol of trustee in bankruptcy — Payment into Court in the Lunacy, 
The Gonrt in Lunacy has no jurisdiction to order the trnstee 
in the bankruptcy of a lunatic to pay into Court to the credit 
of the lunacy, moneys in his possession or control, for the pur- 
pose of finahling the committee to apply the same for the benefit 
of the lunatic. In re Fabnham (a Person of Unsound Mind.) 
Maich23. 

Ooonsel: Warmington, Q.C, and Buck master ; B. J, Parker. 
8Qlicitoi8: Prior, Church A Adams ; Field, JRoscoe A Co. 

W. W. K. 



9. XEIB0P0LI8 KAHAGEMSNT ACT, 18n, (o. 190), 8. 950-^ 
"MLAnr"— "iSfettw." A single pipe conveyed the sewage of 
two houses in a metropolitan parish, and was a '' sewer" within 
the mauling of sect 250 of the Metropolis Local Management 
Act, 1855. By arrangement with the yestry of the parish the 
sewage of one of these houses was disconnected, so that the 
pipe conyeyed the sewage of the other house only. Summary 
proceedings having been taken by the vestry to compel the 
owner of the house still served by the pipe to abate a nuisance 
caused by its being out of repair: — Held, that the pipe, having 
once been vested in the vestry with liability to repair it, 
remained so vested after the disconnection, and did not became 
a drain repairable by the owner, although it was in fact " used 
for the drainage of one building only " within the definition of 
"drain" in sect 250. Vbstbt of St. Lbonabd, Shobkditch v. 
Phklan. March 18. Divisional Court (Day and Wills J J.). 

Counsel: Lawson Walton, Q,C,, aad C. E. Allan; Bowlatt- 
Solicitors: 27. Mansfield Bohinson ; Powell & Skeus, W. A. 



10. PAXUAllEn — ^ntAirOHISB — Begistration — Bevising har- 
riUer dosing list — 6 Vict, (c. 18), s. 41. A revising barrister 
gave public notice that the lists for a certain parliamentary 
division of a borough would be closed at a certain sitting of 
his court At the end of that sitting, having satisfied himself 
tiiat there were no other claimants or persons objected to pi*e- 
sent in court, he declared the list closed in accordance with the 
notice. On the following day he proceeded, in accordance with 
«ect 41 of 6 Vict c. 18, in open court to write his initials 
against the names expunged or inserted in the list. On his 
name being called out, a claimant appeared and desired to 
he heard in support of his claim; but the revising barrister 
declined to hear him on the ground that his application was 
too Lite :—Held, that the revising barrister was right, and that 
the daimant could not insist on being heard. Beg. v. Sodsn. 
March 24. Divisional Court (Lawrance and Collins J J.). 

Counsel: William Oraham; MaUinson, Q,C, and S, Mayer, 
BaUcitors: Eickin, Smith A Capd Cure; A. Scott Lawsoti, for 
Walter A E. K Foster, Leeds. A. P. P. K. 



IL ntAOnCB— ACrnOV VQB ABXnriBISATIOV— PZatn^t/ 
*»ing 'on behalf of all creditors^Title Df action— Bules of the 
Bupreme Court, Order UL, r. 4. The plaintiff, who alleged 
that he was a creditor of a testatrix in respect of a breach of 
trast, claimed by his statement of claim an account of what 
^M due to him from her estate on the footing of certain 



declarations, and payment by the executor (a defendant) of the 
sum found due. And, in the event of the executor not admit- 
ting assets, the plaintiff, " suing on behalf of himself arid all 
other creditors" of the testatrix, claimed administration of the 
real and personal estate of the testatrix. The writ did not 
shew, either in its title or in the indorsement, that the plaintiff 
was suing on behalf of other creditors, nor did the title of the 
statement of claim shew this ; it appeared only by the above 
quoted paragraph of the claim at the end of the statement of 
claim. 

Held, that the writ and the statement of claim must be 
amended so that in each case the title of the action might 
shew that the plaintiff was suing on behalf of all the creditors. 

Eyre v. Cox, 24 W, R. 317, distinguished, on the ground that 
the proper ii^erence from the judgment of Jessel M.B. was 
that he held an amendment of the writ to be imnecessary there 
because the title of the statement of claim shewed that ihe 
plaintiff was suing on behalf of all the creditors. In re Tot- 
tenham. March 21. North J. 

Counsel: (7. (7. Tucker; A. Beddall. Solicitors: Joseph Ear- 
wood; E. 2). Booth. W. L. 0. 



12. FSAOnGB—HOUBE^OV UXBJUl^— Security for costs^-Cross- 
appeal becoming the only existing appeal. Where there is an 
appeal and then a '' cross-appeal,'' if the first appeal is with- 
drawn, or dismissed for want of prosecution, and the appellant 
in the ''cross-appeal" desires to continue it, security for costs 
as in the case of an ordinary appeal may be required. Cottntxss 
Russell, App. v. Eabl Ecsssll, Cboss-App. March 24. H. L. 
(App. Com.) (Present : Lords Watson, Macnaghten, Morris and 
Davey). 

Solicitors: Valpy, Chaplin A Peokham; Vandercom, Eardy^ 
Oatway & Doulton. Q. J. W. 



13. FRAOnOE—FIiEABnrO, BULE8 OF — Document, effect of— 
Bules of the Supreme Court, 1883, Order xdl, r. 21. The plaintiff 
in an action for the recovery of land stated in their statement 
of claim that " by the will of Holt Leigh made February 27, 
1786, and duly proved July 18 of that year Mary Leigh 
became entitled to the said estates in fee in reversion on the^ 
determination of certain estates tail limited in the said will.'' 

Edd, that, imder Order xix., r. 21, they were entitled in 
pleading to state the effect of the will as above mentioned, and 
were not bound to set out the precise words of the limitations 
therein contained. Dabbtshibe and Othebs v. Leigh and 
Anotheb. March 24. C. A. (Lord Esher M.B., Lopes and 
Eigby L. J J.). 

Counsel: G. A. Bussell; Ambrose, Q.C., and B. Eaton White. 
Solicitors : Cartwright & Cunningham, for Donnison A Edwards, 
Liverpool ; White, Borrett & Co. E. L. 



14. BEVSHUE — ^SSTATB BXTTT — Leaseholds — Specific bequest — 
Executor— Finance Act, 1894 (c. 30), ss. 9, 14. Eeld, that estate 
duty on leaseholds specifically bequeathed was payable out of 
the testator's general personal estate, and that no part of it was 
to be borne by the specific legatees : Finance Act, 1894, ss. 9, 14. 
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In re Culvbrhouse. Cook v. Culvbbhousb. March 20. 
Kekewich J. 

Counsel: Bowden; Upjohn; J, G, Wood; T, JRibton. Solici- 
tors: Lovell, Son & Fitfield; Book & Sans; Ford, Lloyd, Bartlttt 
<fc Co, ; A. J, Maskell. G. I. P. C. 



15. EBVEKUB — ESTATE WOTY -^Settlement estate duty— 
Apportionment of duty between settled legacies and residue-- 
Finance Act, 1894 (c. 30), ss, 1, 6, 6, 8, 9, 14, 22. When a tes- 
tator by his will settles pecuniary legacies and shares of residue 
no part of either the estate duty or the settlement estate duty 
imposed by the Finance Act, 1894, is to be borne by the settled 
legacies or shares, but the whole of those duties is to be borne 
by the general residue of the estate. Jn re Wkbbeb. March 26. 
North J. 

Counsel: A, Adams; Butcher; A. Bead; Austen CartmeU. 
Solicitors: Surr, Onhble & Co. ; Carr <fe Co. W. L. C. 



16. STOCK EXOEAVOE— OAIOKO AND WAOEBIHG COETEAOT 

— Securities deposited as cover — Action to recover deposited securities 
--Gaming Act, 1845 (c. 109), s, 18. Decision of the Court of 
Appeal, [1895] 2 Q. B. 329, aflSrmed and appeal dismissed with 
costs. UNrnsBSAL Stock Exchange, Limitbd, Apps. r. Straohan, 
Ebsp. March 20. H. L. (Lord Halsbury L.C., and Lords 
Herschell, Macnaghten and Morris). 

Counsel: Sir E. Clarke, Q.C, and E. H. Pollard; Bigham, 
Q.G., and Muir Mackenzie. Solicitors: Last <fc Sans ; T, Alling- 
^^- J. M. M. 



17. 8TEEET— MAKING OT, EZPEESES (Xt— National school— 
Trustees—'' Owners'"— Charge— School Sites Act(4:&5 Vict, c.38), 
s. 6— Public Ifealth Act, 1876 (c. 65), ss. 4, 257. Trustees of a 
national school, the site of which had been conveyed in 1847, 
under the School Sites Act (4 & 6 Vict. c. 38), s. 6, to trustees in 
perpetuity for a national school "and for no other purpose 
whatsoeyer," held to be "owners" within sect. 4 of the Public 
Health Act, 1876; and held, that the urban authority was, 
under sect. 257, entitled to a " charge" on the school buildings 
and site, for the expenses of making up a road abutting on the 
premises; but an inquiry was directed as to the mode of 
enforcing the charge. Hobnsbt Distmct Council v. Smith. 
March 26. Kekewich J. 



Counsel : F. Beaumont, 'and F. Low ; 
Leonard <fe Tatham ; Lee, Bolton & Lee, 



Dibdin. Solicitors: 
G. I. P. C. 



18. TEADE TJHIOH — STBIKS — Picketing — Inducing persons 
not to contract with plaintiff — Intent to injure — Malice — 
" Watching or besetting^ — Intei'locutory injunction — Trade Union 
Act, 1871 (c. 31) — Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act, 
1875 (c. 86), ss, 3, 7. The defendants, a trade union, ordered a 
strike against the plaintiff, a manufacturer, and also against S., 
a person who made goods for the plaintiff only; and their 
pickets had watched and beset the works of the plaintiff and 
S. for the purpose of compelling workpeople to abstain from 
working for the plaintiff. 

' The Court (Lindley, Kay and A. L. Smith L. JJ.), aflanning 
the decision of North J., held, that this kind of picketing and 
the strike against S. for the indirect purpose of injuring the 
plaintiff were illegal acts, and they granted an interlocutory 
injunction to restrain the trade union and its agents from 
watching or besetting the plaintiffs' works for the purpose of 
persuading or otherwise preventing persons from working for 
him, or for any other purpose than in order merely to obtain or 
communicate information. Their Lordships also granted a 
similar injunction in respect of the premises belonging to S. 
J. Lyons & Sons v, Wilkins. March 19. C. A. 

Counsel: C. E. E. Jenkins; Levett, Q.C, and Ward Coldridge. 
Solicitors : Shaen, Boscae & Co. ; Warburtan <fc De Paula, 



19. WILL — GOJnrrsncnOH — implication of wards. A testa- 
tor deyised the residue of the proceeds of his real and personal 
estate to trustees, upon trust to pay and divide the same 
" equally amongst the children of my deceased father's brothers 
and sisters. And I desire that the child or children of any one 
of such brothers and sisters as may be dead shall take his, 
her, or their deceased parent's share": — Edd, that the word 
"child" must be implied after the words "any one," and that 
the children of a deceased child of a brother and the children 
of a deceased child of a sister of the testator's fieither were 
respectiyely entitled to their deceased parent's share of the 
residue. In re Wbob. March 19. North J. 

Counsel: Methold; Swinfen Eady, Q.C, and Ingle Joyce; 
Everitt, Q.<7.,and Temple Franks ; Vernon Smith, Q.C7.,and C. H. 
Bardswell ; Christopher James. Solicitors : Hamlin, Grammer & 
HamXin ; Emmet, Sons <fe Co. ; Jaques & Co, ; Perkins & Weston. 

W. L. 0. 



Digitized by 



Google 



April 4, 1896.] 



THE WEEKLY NOTES. 



39 



NOTICE TO BOLICITOBa 



Wiih tie view of inmiring the greatest poseible accuracy and 
rapidity in the various pMicatums connected with the Law 
Bepobts, (he OouneU wiu be chligedy if the Solicitors to whom 
application is tnade hy any B^>orter acting for the Coundlj 
vul as soon as possible after application furnish the neces-. 
sary Papers^ together wiih any information in (heir power as to 
(he names ojf the various Solicitors engaged in the case. At the 
same iime^ the Council thankfuUy acknowledge the assistance 
ihey have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in furnishing the papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 



TA BLE OF CASE S. 

PAOB 

GooK'd Tbubts, In r«. Lawlkdoe v. Tyndall. . North J. 39 

Cooper v, Pkabse LHv, Ct, 40 

Db Hoobtok, In re. De Hoohton v. Db Hogiiton. . C. A, 40 

Liquidation Estates Purchase Company v. Willoughby O. A. 40 

PuEDOE r. White J/. A 40 

Pbinbbp (Lady) v. Belobatian Estate . . . . C. X. 89 

Keodawat f». Banham i/. L. 40 

RicBKOND Hill Steamship Company v. Corporation op Trinity 

House .... Lord liuweU of Killowen C.J, 40 



COURT OP APPEAL. 



Becord of Business. 

COURT I. 

Monday, Maroh 30. 
FozweU and Othert y. Van ChrtUten, Appeal from Vaughan Williams J* 

Allowed in part. 
North Western Bank, Limited y. Lingfield Steamthip Company, Limited, 

Appeal from Lord Cliief Justice. Allowed. 
Odham Broi. v. Brunning, Appeal from Collins J. Dismissed. 
Salomon ▼. Broumfidd and Another, Appeal from Mathew J. Part 

heard. 

COURT 11. 

Thursday, March 2G. 
Liquidaiien Eeiates PurcJmsfi Company, Limited Y. Willoughby, 

Appeal from North J. Dismissed. l\ay LJ. dieeentiente. 
Oraham ▼. (f Connor, Appeal from Kekewioh J. Settled. 
In re Wertheimer. Wertheimer v. Bothsehild. Appeal from Chitty J. 

Diamiflsed by consent. 
In re Guleher (New) Electric Light and Potoer Company^ Limited, 

Appeal from Vanghan Williams J. Part heard. 

Fbiday, March 27. 
Lady Primep y. Bdgravian Eetate, Limited, Appeal from Keke- 
wioh J. Allowed. 
Cri<Aion T. Criehton. Appeal from North J. Part heard. 

Saturday, March 28. 
Criehton ▼. Criehton, Appeal from North J. Part heard. 

Monday, March 80. 
i» re De Hoghton, Be Hoghton y. De Hoghton, Appeal from Stir- 
ling J. Dismissed. 
Crkhian y. CrielUon. Appeal from North J. Part heard. 

Tuesday, March 31. 
PoweU y. BimUnaham Vinegar Brewery. Appeal from Stirling J. 

Judgment deuyered and appeal dismissed. 
Bindton y. AMy, Appeal from Bomer J. Judgment doliyered and 

appeal allowed. 
Criehton y. Criehton. Appeal from North J. Part heard. 
Kg. 13.— 1896. 



ERRATUM. 
Hobnsey District Council v. Smith, ante p. 38 (17). 

For '* Leonard d; Tatham" col. 2, line 2 from top, read " Leonard 
J. Tatham:' 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



Theie notes are numbered for eonvenienee of refer enee^ 
e.g. W. N, (96) 39 (1). 



1. BUILDIKO AOBEEMEHT — BIGHT TO UQB,T -- Equitable 
easement. On the 25th of July, 1883, Earl Cadogan entered into 
a building agreement with Colonel, afterwards Gkmeral, Stewai*t, 
by which it was agreed that during the period therein men- 
tioned Colonel Stewart might enter upon the six plots of land 
mentioned in the first schedule and should build upon plot 1, 
at an expense of not less than 10007. each, three houses to bo 
fit for occupation by Christmas, 1890. Plans and eleyations 
were to be submitted to the Earl ; separate leases to be 
granted of the houses when roofed in and drained. Clause 25 
prohibited the Colonel from sub-letting the land or any part of 
it except by way of agreement to builders before the leases 
were granted; and clause 32 proyided that the agreement was 
intended to operate as an agreement only and not as an actual 
demise, or to giye the Colonel any legal interest in such parts of 
the land as for the time being remained unleased. The Colonel 
was not bound to commence building before the 29th of Sep- 
tember, 1887, when an existing lease would expire. On the 
25th of March, 1889, before any house had been built pursuant 
to the aboye agreement. Earl Cadogan sold and conyeyed to 
Catford and others some adjoining land without their haying 
notice of the agreement. In 1891 a lease of a house on plot 1 
was granted to the personal representatiye of deneral Stewart, 
who in the 'same year granted a long under-lease of it to the 
plaSntiff. The land sold to Catford and others was now yested 
in the defendants, who were building thereon in such a way as 
seriously to obstruct the access of b'ght to the plaintiff's pre- 
mises. Eekewich J. held that the building agreement gaye 
General Stewart a legal right which preyented the Earl from 
dealing with his other property in derogation of that right, and 
his Lordship granted an injunction : — Held, on appeal, that the 
agreement gaye the General no legal easement oyer any other 
part of the Earl's property, and that the defendants, being pur« 
chasers for yalue without notice, were not affected by any 
equitable right. The injunction was therefore dissolyed. 
Lady Phiksep v, Belgbayian Estate, Limited. March 27 
C. A. (Lindley, Kay, and A. L. Smith L. JJ.). 

Counsel: Warrington, Q.C, axid. S. Dickinson ; Benshaw, Q,C,, 
and E. Ford. Solicitors: Broughton, Nocton & Broughton; 
Darley & Cwmberland, H. 0. J. 



2. IXFBOYEMEHT— TEKAKT DT ^lOim —Mortgage— Sale. 
The present yalue of improyements due to expenditure by a 
tenant in common in fee of half and tenant for life of the 
whole of real estate (not exceeding the expenditure) allowed 
in distributing the balance of proceeds of sole by paramount 
mortgagee. In re Cook's Tbusts. Lawledob v. Tyndall. 
March 27. North J. 
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Counsel: Briscoe; Tate Lee; C, E, E, Jenkins, 
Boyle & Co, ; Shaen, Boscoe, Massey & Co, 



Solicitors : 
D.P. 



3. LAHBLOBD AND TEHAKT— ALL0TMEHT8 AND COTTAGE 
OASDEHS COXFEFSATIOV TOE CfiOPS AOT, 1887 (o. 26), ii. 4, 5. 
The statute 50 & 51 Yici c. 26^ proyides for compensation to 
the OGcupieis of allotments and cottage gardens for crops left in 
the ground at the end of their tenancies. By sect. 4, '* ' Allot- 
ment ' means any parcel of land of not more than two acres in 
extent held by a tenant under a landlord and cultivated as a 
garden or as a farm, or partly as a garden and partly as a 
farm " : — Held, that a piece of land occupied by a seedsman for 
the purposes of his business, on which land he grew vegetables, 
flowering plants, fruit trees, &c., was not an "allotment" 
within the meaning of sect. 4, because it was not cultivated as 
a farm, or as a "garden" in the ordinary sense, namely, as a 
place where fruit, vegetables, or flowers were grown for food or 
pleasure. Coopkb, App.; Pkaesb, Eesp. March 25. Divi- 
sional Court (Lawrance and Collins JJ.). 

Counsel : W, Mackenzie ; Beginald Brown, Solicitors : Cross- 
Xmn & Frichard, for Sharnian & Trethewy, Bedford; Maples, 
Tmdaie & Co., for Theed Pearse, Bedford. W. A. 



Counsel: Levett, Q.C, Bramwdl Davis, Q.C, and Cator; 
Cozens-Hardy, Q,C., and Edwin Ward, Solicitors: A. B, & H. 
Steele, for /. Minter, Folkstone ; Talbot ^ Tasker. J. »L M. 



4, VOETOAQE — FUECHASE Of XOETOAOED FEOFEETT — 

Payment off of mortgage — Presumption of intention to keep alive 
security. Per Lindley and A. L. Smitib L.J J. : When a pur- 
chaser of a property pays off a mortage on it, without shew- 
ing an intention to keep it alive, still, if its continuance as an 
existing charge is beneficial to him, it will be treated in equity 
as subsisting, unless an intention to the contrary can be 
iuferred from the terms of the purchase-deed or from other 
evidence. But the opportunity of making a very doubtful claim 
against third parties is not such a benefit as is meant in this 
statement of the doctrine. And, if an intention to keep alive 
a charge on property is inconsistent with the real intention of 
the parties to the deed by which the property is assigned to 
the purchaser, the charge cannot be treated as still subsist- 
ing simply because the purchaser afterwards finds it would 
have been better for him to have kept the charge alive. 

Per Eaj L.J. : If under such circumstances it would be for 
the benefit of the purchaser that the charge should be kept 
alive, the Court will presume that it was his intention to keep 
it alive for his own benefit. Decision of North J. affirmed 
(Kay L.J. dissenting). Liquidation Estates Pubchasb Com- 
pany V, WiLLouGHBY. March 26. C. A. (Lindley, Kay and 
A. L. Smith L.JJ.). 

Toxdmin v. Steere, 3 Mer. 210, questioned. 

Counsel: Stuin/efi Eady, Q,C., and Bauney; Vei-non Smith, 
Q,C., and W. C, Bruce; H, Brown; Ahinger ; Edward Ford, 
Solicitors : Howard Bumney ; Dawson, Bennett & Dawson ; G. S, 
A //. Brandon ; W, Stopher ; J, Crawshaiu <fe Co, W. L. C. 



6. XOETOAOE — BJSJiZ1iFnoS--'Consolidation, Decision of 
the Court of Appeal, [1895] 1 Ch. 51, affirmed after considera- 
tion without hearing respondent's counsel PLEDas v. Whitb. 
March 26. H. L. (Lord Halsbury L.C.« and Lords Watson and 
Davey.) 



6. EEVEKUE — 'LEOACT BUTT — Antiuity out of rents of realty 
— Trust for accumulation of surplus rents — Annuitant tenant for 
life subject to trust — Legacy Duty Act, 1845 (c. 76), s. 4. A 
testator who died before 1888 devised real estate to trustees 
for a term of 500 years, and subject thereto on limitations 
under which A. became tenant for life. The trusts of the term 
were to raise and pay out of the rents and profits of the estate 
an annuity to the person who should subject to the term be 
entitled to the rents and profits ; and the testator declared that 
subject thereto the trustees should during twenty-one years 
from the testator's death accumulate the rents and profits and 
invest them in land to be settled to the same uses ; and after 
the determination of the twenty-one years should pay the rents 
and profits to the person for the time being entitled to the 
hereditaments comprised in the term :—JIeJd (Kigby L.J. dis- 
senting), that as A. during the period of twenty-one years had 
in effect a mero charge upon the estate of another person, legacy 
duty and not succession duty was payable on the annuity. 
In re Db Hoghton. De Hoohton v, Db Hoghton. March 30. 
C. A. (Lord Herschell, A. L. Smith and Eigby L.JJ.). 

Attomey-Oeneral v. Jackson, 2 Cr. & J. 101, and Shirley v. 
Earl Ferrers, 1 Ph. 167, considered. 

Counsel : Tlie SoUcitor-O eneral and Vaughan Hawkins ; Gra- 
ham Bastings, Q,C, and Ingle Joyce, Solicitors: Solicitor of 
Inland Bevenue; BouKliffes, Bawle <& Co, H. C. J. 



7. SHIP — BEOK GASOO — Dorses and caXtle — Ligid dues* 
Horses and cattle carried on a ship as deck cargo are ''goods" 
within the meaning of sect 23 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1876, and light dues are payable in respect of the tonnage of 
the space occupied by such horses and cattle. But the measure- 
ment of such sjmce is to be confined to the space occupied by 
the animals themselves, and is not to include the sheds or pens 
on deck in which they are confined. Eiobmond Hill Steam- 
ship Company v. Cobfobation of Tbinitt Hovsb. March 24. 
Lord Bussell of- Killowen C^ J. 

Counsel: Lawson Walton, Q,C,, and. Ilolman ; Bucknill, Q,C,, 
and Butler Aspinall, Solicitors: Downing, Holman <fe Co,; 
Sandilands & Co, J. F. C. 



8. TEADE KAXE — TETJE 'SSSXSBJFTLO'S^Tendeiicy to deceive. 
Decision of the Court of Appeal, [1895] 1 Q. B. 286, reversed 
with costs here and below : injunction granted in form approved 
in Johnston v. Orr Ewing, 7 App. Cas. at p. 233, n. Bbddaway v, 
Banham. March 26. H. L. (Lord Halsbury L.C., and Lords 
Herschell, Macnaghten and Morris). 

Counsel: Moulton, Q,C,, Asquith, Q,C,, and J, C, Graham; 
Bigham, Q,C,, McCaJl, Q,C,, and J. K, F, Cleave, Solicitors : W. J. 
& E, E, Tremellen, for A, Macdonald Blair, Manchester; Chester, 
Mayhew, Broome <fc Griffiths, for Chew <fc Sons & EUditch, Man- 
chester. J. M. M. 
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NOnCB TO 80UCITOB8. 



WM ike view ofinmuing ihe greatest posMe accuracy and 
rapidity in the varioue publications connected toith Ae Law 
BspoBTS, ihe Council wiU be chliged^ if the Solicitors to whom 
appUcaiion is made hy any Bqporter acting for the OouncU^ 
will as soon as possible after applieation furnish (he neces- 
sary PaperSj together with any information in their power as to 
ike names of the various Solicitors engaged in tke case. At the 
same OmCj ike GouneU ikankfidly acknowledge the assistance 
ikey have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in furnishing the papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 

TABLE OF CASES. 

PAoa 

Obabam 17. Dbuxmond Romor J. 41 

HiLL*8 Settlkd Estates, Inre , Kekewieh /. 42 

P0WKU« V. BDUaNQHAlf VlKEOAR GoMPAinr . . . C. A. 42 

Rk. v. H. Smith Div. Ct 42 

Ruck T. Buck QoreU Barnes J. 41 

^VATso^,Inre North J. 41 

Whitwham v. Wsbtminstbb Bbymbo Coal Gohfamy Chitty J, 42 



COURT OF APPEAL- 
BscoRD OF Business. 



COURT 1. 

Tuesday, March 31. 
Salomon y. BrovmfiM and Another. Appeal from Mathew J. Dis- 



Sdkmxm y. BrownfiM and Others, Appeal from Mathew J. Die- 

miflBed. 
WiUon y. Andrew Knowles & Sons, Limited, Appeal from Gave J. 

Dismissed. 

Wediiesday, April 15. 

DeaUn y. Salt Union, Limited. Appeal from Wills and Wright J J. 
Part heard. 



COURT II. 



Tuesday, April 14. 

In re Stcift, Harrison y. Ward, Appeal from Eekewioh J. Cur. 

adv,vulL 
Biggerstaffe y. Bowat^s Wharf, Limited, Appeal from North J. 

Part heard. 



Wedxebday, April 15. 
Harrison y. Ward, Appeal from Eekewioh J. 



In re Swift. 

missed. 
Biggerstafe y. BowaU's ^Wharf, Limited, 

Allowed. 

No. 13.— 1896. 



Dis- 



Appeal from North; J. 



During the siUing of the Courts The Weekly Notes vM he putifished 
on Saturday, and toUl generally comprise Notes of Decisions up to 
and including those of the previous Thursday. AU cases of permanent 
iniercft noted herein wiU he reported in full in The Law Befobts. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These notes are numbered for eonvenienoe of r^erenee^ 
e.g. W. N (96) 41 (1). 



L DIVOSCE — ^FBACnCS — Evidence — Decree in another suit. 
The petititioner, a wife suing for dissolution of marriage on the 
ground of adultery and desertion, sought to proye the alleged 
adultery by means of the decree of the Ck)urt in the preyious 
case of Watson y. Watson and Buck, in which her husband had 
been co-respondent The Ck)urt refosed to rec«iye the decree as 
eyidence. Buck v. Buck. April 15. Gorell Barnes J. 

Oounsel : Barnard. Solicitors : Andrew, Wood & Co,, agents 
for Ley, Wood & Bickerhy, CheltenhanL H. D. W. 



2. EZECUTOB — ^BETAIKEB — Debt due from bankrupt legatee. 
A father, who had in 1854 become surety for his son to a mort- 
gagee, died in 1857, haying by his will bequeathed to the son 
a share of the residue of his estate, subject to the life interest 
of the father's widow. The father had assigned property of 
his own to the mortgagee as security for the son's debt. The 
son had also assigned a policy on his own life as security. 
The father and the son had coyenanted to pay the interest 
on the mortgage debt and the premiums on the policy. In, 
1859 the son became bankrupt. He neyer obtained a discharge, 
and the bankruptcy was neyer closed. Neither the mortgagee 
nor the father's executors proved in the bankruptcy. After the 
bankruptcy the father's executors made some payments to the 
mortgagee for interest and premiums. In 1869 the mortgagee, 
under a power of sale contained in the mortgage, sold the 
property of the father which had been assigned to him, and 
retained out of the proceeds of sale the amount due upon the 
mortgage, handing oyer the surplus to the father's executors. 
In 1894 the father's widpw died :—Held, that, out of the son's 
share in the residue, the father's executors were entitled to 
retain the amount of the payments which they had made for 
interest and premiums, and also the amount which the mort- 
gagee had retained out of the proceeds of sale of the father's 
property, together with interest thereon respectively at 4 per 
cent Jn re Watson. March 31. North J. 

Counsel: Swinfen Body, Q.C, and W. E; Modey ; Vernon 
Smith, Q.C, and G. Cave; Christopher James; B, J, Farlctr. 
Solicitors : Lowe & Co. ; Whites <f: Co. W. L. C. 



3. KOBTOAOE— STOCK— Prr*on7»es. A, 0. by a marriage 
settlement made in 1878 covenanted to pay an annuity of 
800?. to the trustees of the settlement. In 1882 he died, having 
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bequeathed all liis property, which included railway stocks, to 
his widow C. C, and appointed her his sole executrix. C. C. 
proved the will, and by various deeds from 1886 to 1892 trans- 
ferred the stocks to D. to secure a debt of her own. She 
subsequently, to secure a liability of her own, gave a charge on 
tiie stocks in favour of G., the plaintiflF. Neither D. nor G., 
when he obtained his security, had any knowledge or notice 
that any debt of A. C. remained unpaid, or that C. C. was not 
entitled to deal with the stocks as she did. G. gave notice of 
his charge to D, before he had notice that any debt of A. 0. 
remained unpaid. D. sold the stocks, and having paid off his 
own debt paid the balance into Court : — Held, that the claim 
of G. to rank as a second creditor against the balance had 
priority over the claims of the settlement trustees. Graham v. 
Dbuhmond. March 31. Bomer J. 

Counsel: Neville, QX\,dBecheU Terrell, and B, A. Hall; Eve, 
Q.C., and JR. J, Parker; E. V, Bullen. Solicitors: Gibson, 
Weldon & Bilhrough; Lowe & Co, ; S, P. Clare. F. E. 



4. SALE 07 FOOD AIO) DBTTOS ACT, 1875 (o. 68)— HAGIS- 
TBATE — Jurisdiction, The defendant was charged at the 
€lerkenwell police court with having, contrary to sect. 27 of 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, given a false warranty 
in respect of milk sold by him to a dairy company. The defen- 
dant lived at Oakham in the county of Rutland, and the milk 
was sent from thence by train, and delivered to the dairy com- 
pany at East Finchley in Middlesex, neither the sale, nor the 
warranty, nor the delivery, being made or given within the 
limits of the jurisdiction of the Clerkenwell police court. The 
dairy company sold the milk to the committee of a hospital in 
the parish of St. Mary, Islington, which is within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Clerkenwell police court. Whilst the milk was in 
course of delivery an inspector of nuisances procured at the 
hospital a sample under sect. 3, and, this sample having been 
submitted to the public analyst of the parish of St. Mary, 
Islington, h6 certified that it contained a percentage of added 
water. The sample was procured, and the analysis made, for 
the purposes of a prosecution, which afterwards failed, against 
the dairy company under sect. 6 : — Held, that a metropolitan 
I)olice magistrate sitting at the Clerkenwell police court had no 
jurisdiction to hear and determine the complaint against the 
defendant. Reg. v, H. Smith. March 28. Divisional Court 
(Hawkins and Kennedy JJ.). 

Counsel: A. T, Tollei- ; Macmo^'ran, Q.C, Solicitors: P. G, 
Ilobinson ; Stanley Hoare, W. A. 



6. SETTLED LABfD ACT, 1888 (o. 88), s. 83— ''XOVET UkSLE 
TO is LAD) OUT IS THE FUB0HA8E OF LAKD." Where by a 
settlement the trustees were empowered, upon the request 
' of the tenant for life, to invest settled money in the purchase 
• of particular land: — Held, that as the power in effect imported 
an obligation, the money was "liable to be laid out in the 
purchase of land" within the meaning of sect. 33 of the 
Settled land Act, 1882, and accordingly might, under the pro- 
visions of the section, be applied as capital money in the pur. 



chase of land generally. Jn re "Riu/b Siettlxd Estatesv 
April 16. Kekewich J. 

Counsel: Austen Cartmdl and Badcock, Solicitors: S, W. 
Johnson & Son, 0. C. M. D. 



6. TRAI>E-]CASX--TEADE VAJO^Name of article—Nori- 
descriptive trade^mark — ** Yorkshire Relish^ — Bival maker — Use 
of same name for similar artide — Mistake of ordinary buyer — 
Injunction, For thirty-five years the plaintiffs had made from 
a secret recipe, and sold in round glass bottles, a sauce which 
they called " Yorkshire Relish," and those words were impressed 
into the glass of the bottles, and printed, together with the 
plaintiffs' names, on the labels fastened to the bottles, and 
without the plaintiff's' names, on the wrappers in which the 
bottles were sold. The plaintiffis' trade was very large and 
profitable; and some years ago they had registered the words 
"Yorkshire Relish" as an old trade-mark of their own; but 
after litigation with the defendants those words had been 
expunged from. the register. The plaintiffs had, however, 
hitherto succeeded in preventing any persons other than them- 
selves from using the words "Yorkshire Relish "to denote a 
sauce. The defendants had not discovered the plaintiffs' secret, 
but they were making and selling under the name of " York- 
shire Relish," and in bottles similar to those of the plaintiffs, a 
sauce very like the plaintiff's' sauce, and at a lower price. The 
defendants printed their own names on their own labels, and there 
were certain other differences in the labels and in the wrappers; 
but the evidence proved that the defendants' sauce could be^ 
and in some instances had been, mistaken by ordinary buyers 
for that made by the plaintifBs : — Held, that the plaintiffs were 
entitled to an injunction to restrain the defendants from selling 
their sauce as " Yorkfihire Relish " without better distinguish- 
ing it from the sauce made and sold by the plaintiffs. The 
decision of Stirling J. affirmed. Powell v. Birmingham 
Vinegar Company, Limited. March 31. C. A. (Lindley, Kay 
and A. L. Smith L.JJ.). 

Counsel : Moulton, Q,C., Buckley, Q,C,, and Waggett; 
Hastings, Q. C, John Cutler and Hampson, Solicitors : Thorow- 
good, Tabor <fe Hardcastle ; J, S, Salaman, W. W. K. 



7. TEE8PAB8 — ^DAKAGSB — Deposit of spoil — Way-lease — Mea- 
sure of damages. The defendants having trespassed on the 
plaintiff's land, by tipping, or depositing spoil thereon from 
their colliery, an inquiry had been directed to ascertain the 
amount prox)er to be awarded for the damages sustained; 
the official referee having taken as the measure of damages the 
diminished value of the plaintiff's land by reason of the tres- 



pass: — Held, following the principle of the way-leave cases, 
Jegon v. Vivian and Phillips v. Homfray, L. R. 6 Ch. 742 and 
770, that the proper measure of damages was, the reasonable 
value of the land for tipping purposes, being the purposes for 
which it was actually used by the wrongdoer, and that the 
finding of the official referee ought to be varied accordingly. 
Whitwham V, Westminster Brtmbo Coal Company. March 31. 
Chitty J. 

Counsel: F, Thompson; C, A, Russell, Solicitors: Fields 
Roscoe cfc Co,, fop Evan Morris & Co,, Wrexham ; Norris, Aliens 
& Chapman, for J, B. Pollitt, Manchester. W. C. D. 
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HOTIGB TO BOUOTFOBa 



WUh the view ofitmiinng ike (preaieet paseible accuracy and 
rapidi^ tn tie variom pMieoHone connected wiih the Law 
Bepoktb, ike OofmcU vM he Miged, ifihe Sclidiore to whom 
appUeation ie made hy any Reporter acting for the Obu noZ, 
wiU ae eoon as pomble after applioation furnish the neces- 
eary Papere^togeiher wOh any infomuUion in iheir power ae to 
ike namee of ike fforioue SoUdtore engaged in the case. At the 
Basse iMMy ihe Council thankfully aelmowledge the assistance 
they kaioe already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fesdfm M fwmsking ihe papers repaired to prepare accurate 
reports. 



TABLE OF CASES. 



Monday, April 20. 

Bergitcfi Marhisehe Bank Y. Levin. Appeal from Bay J. BismisBed. 
KisMin Y. Link. Appeal from Gave J. Part heard. 

TuBn>AY, April 21. 

KiMam V. Liiik. Appeal from Gave J. Allowed. 

Staniland y. SmaHltDood. Application for judgment or new trial. 

DiBmlssed. 
Atkins Y. SmdUtoood, Application for judgment or new trial. Bii- 

miflsed. 

WKDNiG8DAY, April 22. 

Gatikea and Atwiher y. QoAing. Appeal from the Lord Chief Justice. 

DiBmiBeed. 
Londfm Coanty Council y. Churekioardens^ dtc, of the Parish of 

Lambeth, Appeal from Pollock B. and Wright J. Part heard. 

IThubsday, April 23. 

Tjondon County Council y. Churchwardens, dtc., of the Parish of 
Lambeth. Appeal from Pollock B. and Wright J. Part heard. 
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COURT n. 



COUBT OP APPEAL. 



Becobd of Business. 



COURT I. 

Thubsday, April 16. 

J>edkin Y. Salt UmoUy Limited. Appeal from Wills and Wright J J. 

' Cur. adv, vuU. 
Freeman y. Singleton. Application for judgment or new triaL Bis- 



Fbiday, April 17. 

De CkadeUUn Y. Copping. Application for judgment or new trial. 

IMimlHed. 
Bed Y. Fofteecue. Application for judgment or new trial. Bis- 

mined. 

Na 14.-1896. 



'- Thubsday, April 16. 
In re Dewhurst A Son^ AppUeation. Appeal from V.-C. of County 
Palatine of Lancaster. Part heard. 

Fbiday. April 17. 

In re Dewhurst & Sons* Applieation. Appeal from Y.-C. of County 

Palatine of Lancaster. Allowed. 
Savage y. D. B. Harris & Son. Appeal from Chitty J. Part heard. 

Monday, April 20. 
Savage y. D, B. Harris & Son. Appeal from Chitty J. Dismissed. 
Shaw Y. Ahrahamson. Appeal from Eekewioh J. Allowed. 

Tuesday, April 21. 
Bouse Y. Bouse. Appeal from Eekewioh J. Part heard. 
Wednesday, April 22. 

In re T. W. Baylis, a Solieitor. Appeal from Chitty J. Dismissed. 
Steamship Insurance Syndicate y. Maibueher. Appeal from Keke- 

wich J. Dismissed. 
Duncan y. Hargreares, Appeal from Eekewich J. Allowed. 



During the siUing of the CourU The Weekly Notes wiU be pMished 
on Saturday, and tM generally oomprise Notes 0/ Decieions up to 
and including ihose of ihe previous Thursday. AU eases of permanent 
interest noted herein totO be reported in full in The Law Bepobts. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These notes are numbered for eonvenienee of rrferenee^ 
e.g. W. N. (96) 43 (1). 



1. ABBIT&ATIOV— SBFEREHGE TO THREE AEBITBAT0B6— 

Award signed by two. Where a matter in dispute i^ referred 
to the decision of three arbitrators all three mnst concur in 
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making the award ; an award made by two of them only is bad. 
United Kingdom Mutual Steamship Assubance Association 
u. Houston & Co. April 14 Mathew J. 

Counsel: Joseph Walton, 0.(7., and T. F, MUler; Pichford 
Q.C., and Willes Chitty, Solicitors: Cruinp & Son; Pritchard 
& Englefield. J. F. C. 



S. BAHKBUFTCT— OOXPOBITIOV— jS^cur^cZ creditor-^Death of 
debtor — Administration action — Clmm hy mortgagees to prove — 
Balance of mortgage debt — Mode of procedure — Bankruptcy Act, 
1883 (c. 62), s. 18, suh-s. 11 ,• s, 108. A. mortgaged certain 
property to secure 2000^. and interest. Some time afterwards a 
receiving order was made against A. upon his own petition, and 
in July, 1890, he made a composition with his creditors under 
sect. 18 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, which provided that they 
should be paid by instalments extending over a year. The 
mortgagees neither attended the creditors' meeting nor assented 
to the composition. The instalments under the deed were 
not paid. A. died shortly after the expiration of the year, 
and this action was commenced by a creditor to administer his 
estate, which proved to be insolvent. The mortgagees valued 
their security at 1500^, and claimed to be admitted as creditors 
in the action for 500/. Their proof had been admitted by the 
trustee under the composition deed. Chitty J. was of opinion 
that under sect. 108 and sect. 18, sub-sect. 11, of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883, the Court of Bankruptcy would have juris- 
diction to proceed notwithstanding the death of A., and there- 
fore that the strict course would be to allow the applicants to 
take further proceedings in that Court; but the plaintiff having 
assented in order to avoid delay and expense to take his 
opinion on what would be the result of such a proceeding, he 
acceded to the present application and admitted the claim. 
In re Habdy. - Hardy v. Fabmeb. April 16. Chitty J. 

Coxmsel: Byrne, Q,C., and B. J. Parker; Farwdl, Q.C, and 
Solomon, Solicitors: Oeare, Son & Pease, for Martin & Sons, 
Nottingham ; Kingdon, Wils&n A Webb, for Frankish, Kingdon 
<fc Wilson, Hull. G. M. 



8. BANKBirPTGT— APPEAL AGADTST BECEIYIKO OBDSBr- 

Security for costs — Bankruptcy Bules, 1886, r. 131. A debtor 
appealed against a receiving order made against him in the 
Swansea County Court, and, pursuant to rule 131 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Rules, 1886, paid into Court 20?. as security for the 
costs of the appeal. The petitioning creditor applied that the 
security might be increased to 60/., on the ground that the cost 
of bringing up his witnesses from the coxmtry would alone 
exceed 20/. : — Hdd, that no special circumstances were shewn 
for increasing the amount of the usual security for costs, and 
that the application must be dismissed. In re Phillips. 
Ex parte Tbebobth Bbiok Company. April 21. Vaughan 
Williams J. 
Counsel : S, T. Evans, Solicitors : Biddell d' Co, 

H. L. F. 



4 BAKKBUPTCT — ^PBOOV — Guarantee by surety /or whole 

debt, but limited in amount — Payment by surety — Proof by creditor 

or whole amount of debt. In 1887 a surety gave a bank a 

guarantee to pay any sum or sums of money which were then or 



might thereafter from time to time become due or owing to the 
bank from S. on banking account. The guarantee to be a security 
for the whole amount then due or owing, or thereafter to become 
due or owing to the bank, but nevertheless the total amount 
recoverable under the guarantee from the surety was not to 
exceed 300/., in addition to such further sum for interest and 
bank charges as should accrue after the date of demand by the 
bank upon the surety for payment. The guarantee to be in 
addition and without prejudice to any other securities which 
the bank might hold on account of S., and to be a continuing 
security nothwithstanding any settlement of account until the 
expiration of one month's notice ftom the su)!ety. - The bank 
to be at liberty, without thereby affecting thdr rights, at any 
time to vary or determine any credit to S., and to vary, releaae, 
or exchange any securities held by them on account of S. 
And in case of bankruptcy, any dividends which the bank 
might receive from the estates of S. or others were not to pre- 
judice their right to recover from the surety to the full extent 
of the guarantee any sum which after the receipt of such 
dividends might remain owing to the bank from S. In 1894 
8. became bankrupt, ^d the surety on demand from the bank 
paid them 303/. lis. 9d. under the guarantee^ which sum they 
carried to a realized securities account, and then tendered a 
proof in the bankruptcy for 766/f 16s/ Id., being the whole 
amount due to them from 8. The trustee in bankruptcy 
insisted that the proof ought to be reduced by the amount 
the bank had received from the surety: — Held, that on the 
form of the guarantee and on the authorities, the bank were 
entitled to prove for the full amount due to them from S- 
without any deduction. In Ve Sass. Ex parte National 
Pbovinoial Bank of England, Limited. April 20. Vaughan 
Williams J. 

Counsel : Beed, Q, C, and Tate Lee ; Muir Mackenzie, Soli- 
citors : Wilde, Berger & Moore ; W, Murton, H. li. P. 



6. COMPAHY — ^WUroiNO-TJP — Creditor — Proof by lessor. A 
company which had taken a lease became insolvent and went 
into voluntary liquidation. The lease was an onerous one, 
and the liquidator gave up possession of the demised premises 
to the lessors, but not in such a way as to surrender the term, 
although the lessors were willing to accept a surrender, or 
determine the lease on being allowed to prove for the loss 
thereby sustained. On a summons by the liquidator for direc- 
tions : — Held, that having regard to Hardy v. Fothergill (13 App. 
Oas. 351), it was the duty of the Court to assist a lessor, who 
desired to prove at once on the footing of the lease being 
determined, in proving in respect of the company's obligations 
thereunder, and that it would be unjust to confine the proof 
to rent actually accrued due; and that liberty must be given 
to the liquidator to allow the lessors to prove on this footing; 
In re Pantheb Lead Company. Eomer J. April 17. 

In re Oriental Bank CorporaHon (No. 2), [1895] 1 Ch. 763, 
distinguished. 

Counsel: Eve, Q,C,, and J. G, Wood; Buckleyj Q,C., and 
P. S, Stokes, Solicitors: Coode, Kingdon & Cotton, for Coode, 
Shilson & Co,, St. Austell ; Emmet & Co,, for Ketile A Landor, 
Wolverhampton. F. E. 
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6. CflMPAFT— WIH»IHM^^-(>^ta?i?ecetVcr--(7osfo — Public 
examinaiian. OffiouJ leceirers, ftlthough they are officers of the 
€oart«id Hnder tiie obligation to perform duties imposed on 
them hj statute^ are (with some exceptions) suhject to the 
roles of the Ck)nrt as to costs which apply to ordinary litigants. 
An ofBoial leoeiyer made a report to the Gonrt which was in 
iceotdancB with sect. 8, sub-sect. 2, of the Companies (Winding- 
op) Aet^ 1890, BO far as the meaning of that clause could be 
gathered horn the decisions of the Courts which' had then been 
ptonounced. The Court, after considering the report, ordered 
a pblie examination of the persons named in the report, but 
brifoi© the examination could take place, thfe House of Lords, 
IB tnothercase {Ex parte Barnes, ante, p. 26), decided that sect. 8, 
rob«ct 2, required the official receiver's report to contain 
ceriuQ allegations which had not been made in the report in 
this case :—ffeld, on a successful application to discharge the 
order lor public examination, that the official receiver, being a 
litigant and in fault, must be ordered to pay the costs of the 
applicatien, and that the words '' out of the assets of the 
oniMay'' must be omitted from the order. In re Hounslow 
BuwBY Company. April 15. Yaughan Williams J. 

Ooansel: Orosvenar Woods, Q.C, and W, F, Hamilton; 
Serbert Seed, Q.C, and J. Brooke Little; Sir B. Webster, A.-G,, 
and In^le Joyce. Solicitors : H. C, Morris ; Steadman, Van 
^foa^, Campion «fc Simmons ; Solicitor to the Board of Trade, 

r.E. 



7. 0QHFAF7 — WJJSnKMQ-Jf? — Beoonstruction — Sale to new 
<»ni^anjf^-Option of shareholders to take shares in new company — 
^iaUion by tharduiUder — Failure of liquidator to procure allot* 
'mU-'Liahiliiy in damages — Jurisdiction — Companies Act, 1862 
(<^^\8s.m,l33,ldS,161,Ul—Companie8iWinding-up)Acl,1890 
i (f. 68), M. 10, 13— Windia^-np. Bules, 1890, rr. 89, 90. A scheme 
^ the reoonstraction of a company, which was in volimtary 
liinidation under the supervision c^ the Court, provided that 
the business should be sold to a new company and that the 
sbtteholderB should have the option of taking shares in the new 
company in proportion to their holding in the old. In acoord- 
ttcewith the terms of a circular issued by the. liquidator to 
^ fihareholders, B., a shareholder, signed an application for 
•^awB in the new company and sent it, with a cheque for the 
n^wd deposit, to the bankers of the company, who sent him 
•xeoeipt therefor. The bank subsequently sent to the liqui- 
I ^tor,:at his request, a list of persons who had applied for 
I ^*WB, but did not include in such list the name of B. The 
I ^Qidator afterwards sold the whole of the shares imapplied 
fcr, including those which should have been allotted to B. 
^liquidator had no assets undistributed in his hands except 
ttepBoceeda of sale of the unapplied for shares, and he had no 
**W8 which he could allot to B. Upon a summons by B. 
« the winding-up:— &/(/, that the Court had no jurisdiction 
te declare the liquidator liable in damages. In re Hill's 
WmvALL Estate akd Gold Mining Company, Limited. 
«»eh6,3L Stirling J. 

Counsel: HasHngs, Q.C, and B. J. Parker; Buckley, Q.C, 
ttd 0. F. Bart. Solicitors : Miller, Smith & Bell, for Fowler & 
*«^, Wolverhampton ; Michael Abrahams, Sons dk Co, 

G. A. S. 



8. OOHTEIC^ OF GOTJBT — PTOLICATIOK TEKBIHG TO IK- 
nVWXCE SE8VLT OF PBOCXEDIHGB — Newspaper comments. 
Application for an attachment for contempt of Court, in pub- 
lishing in a newspaper comments relating to the applicant, and, 
in the same newspaper, a report of a meeting of a committee of 
a county council, whereat a question as to confirming the 
action of the chief constable, in obtaining legal assistance for 
the police in a case against the applicant, was discussed, the 
applicant then being under remand or committal for trial on 
charges of larceny and embezzlement. The applicant had been 
sub-editor and manager of the paper. He was charged with 
attempted arson, and remanded. An article was then pub- 
lished in the paper^ alluding to the facts that the property of 
the newspaper company was for sale, and that the applicant 
had been arrested, and the charge of arson was pending. That 
charge was dismissed, but others were preferred, on two of 
which the applicant was committed for trial. While he was 
awaiting trial an article was published, announcing that one of 
the respondents had purchased the paper, and appealing for 
support, and alluding to the charges pending against the appli- 
cant, and shortly afterwards a report of a meeting of the com- 
mittee of the county council, to the eflFect above stated, was 
published :—J7cW, that the publications in question did not 
appear to be intended, and were not calculated, to prejudice the 
fair trial of the charges pending against the applicant, and 
therefore no attachment ought to issue. The Queen v. Patne 
AND Cooper, April 14. Divisional Court (Lord Russell of 
Killowen C.J. and Wright J.). 

Counsel: Shearman ; Dickens, Q.C, And Brooke Little ; Poyscr, 
Solicitors : Shearman & Bayner ; Peacock <fc Qoddard, for Mauh 
& Sons, Huntingdon; A, G. Watts, for W. A. Watts, St. Ives. 

P.B.H. 



9. OOHVZTAKGINO ACT, 1881 (o. 41), i. 89— DEBTS CATTBED 
BT EZTBAYAGAKCE — Money-lender— Discretion. In exercising 
its discretion under sect. 39 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, the 
Court has to consider all the circumstances of the case and to 
balance the undoubted benefit of the restraint against the 
alleged benefit of its removal, and to see whether the benefit of 
the removal actually prepondJerates. 

The Court will not yield to applications under the section 
where it is sought to remove the restraint in order to raise 
money for the payment of debts which have arisen through the 
extravagance of the married woman or her husband, and the 
restraint will not as a rule be removed in cases where the 
married woman has for the purpose of raising money had 
recourse to a money-lender. In re Pollard's Settlement. 
April 15. ChittyJ. 

Counsel: Farwell, Q.C, and Johnston Edwards; Eyre Thomp- 
son. Solicitor : Hood Barrs. G. M. 



10. BIVOBCE— PEACnCE — Substituted service on co-re»pondent 
A motion made for the purpose was supported only by an 
affidavit by a clerk to the petitioner's solicitors : — Held, that 
there must also be an affidavit by the petitioner himself. 
Williams v. Williams and Pocook. April 20. Gorell 
Barnes J. 

Counsel: Bargrave Deane. Solicitors: Bolton <fe Co. 

H. D. W. 
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IL LOCAL AUTEOBITT — ^HIOHWATS — Potver to remove en- 
croachments—Public Health Ady 1875 (c 66), «. 149. An urban 
district council has power to remove encroachments upon any 
highway vested in them by sect. 149 of the Public Health Act, 
1876, without first taking proceedings, either summarily or by 
indictment, against the person alleged to have encroached. 
Reynolds v. Ubban District Council of Pbesteign. April 17. 
Divisional Court (Lord Bussell of Eillowen C.J. and Wright J.). 

Counsel : W, D, Benson ; Comer and A, Bertram. Solicitors : 
Norris, Aliens <fc Chapman, for Clifford Jones, Presteign ; Mere- 
dith, Boherts & Mills, for Wallis, Hereford. W. A. 



12. PATKEITT OUT OF OOVBT— TEHAITT IB TAIL. A small 
sum in Court representing land was paid out to a tenant in tail 
without a disentailing assurance. Stbad v. Habpeb. April 18. 
North J. 

Counsel: 0. Leigh Clare ; Ashworth Jam^, Solicitors: Firth 
cfe Co, ; T, B. & W. Nelson, D. P. 



13. PKAOnCS — OOtTS — Beversal of judgment — Bepayment hy 
solicitor. Where, an appeal against an order of a judge at 
chambers to the Court of Appeal having been allowed with 
costs, the solicitors for the appellant demanded from the re- 
spondent and received payment of the costs after notice of an 
appeal to the House of Lords, and the decision of the Court of 
Appeal was afterwards reversed by the House of Lords with 
costs: — Held, that the solicitors could not be ordered per- 
sonally to repay the costs so paid to them. Hood Barbs v. 
Hkbiot. AprO 20. C. A. (Lord Esher M.B., A. L. Smith and 
Bigby L. J J.). 

Counsel : Oswald, Q,C,, and Bartley Denniss ; Sylvain Mayer, 
Solicitors : Hood Barrs & Co, ; Crossman & Prichard, 

E. L. 



14. FRAOTIOE — ^WBIT — Address of defendant — Bales of the 
Supreme Court, Order n., r. 3. Application to set aside a writ 
of summons, which had been issued and served upon the 
defendant in England, on the ground that by the writ the 
defendant was improperly described as of Lytham in the 
county of Lancaster, whereas his only place of business and 
address was at Londonderry in Ireland : — Held, that the incor- 
rect statement of the defendant's address did not vitiate the 
writ, and it was good. Smith v. Hamhond. April 20. Divi- 
sional Court (Pollock B. and Bruce J.). 

OovjiBel : Loehnis; T,0, Carver. QolicitoTS : Bowcliffes, Bawle 
<fc Co,, for Dickinson, Dickinson A Hill, Liverpool ; Colt & Jnce, 
for Bighy, Liverpool. P. B. H. 



16. PBOBATB — FRACnCX — Presumption of death. On a 
motion to presume a death at sea, the Court held that the 
letters which had passed between the shipowners and their 
underwriters who admitted a total loss, and between the agent 
of the deceased person and the company which had insured his 
life and which admitted their liability, should be filed. In the 
Gk)ODs OF Saul. April 20. Gorell Barnes J. 

Counsel : Bargrave Deane, Solicitors : Bowcliffes, Bawle <fe Co, 

H. D. W. 



16. PBOXnSOBT VOT&— DOCaXEHT OOHTAXVUrG mmoBB- 
SABT PBOViSIOVfl—jSt^Zs of Exchange Act, 1882 (c. 61), s.8a, 
sub-s. 8. Appeal from the Southampton County Court The 
plaintiff sued on a document, as a promissory note, which 
provided for payment of certain money by instalments, with 
interest, the whole to become due on default in payment of one 
instalment, and contained the following proviso: "No time 
given to, or security taken from, or composition arrangemente 
entered into with, either party hereto, shall prejudice the 
rights of the holder to proceed against any other party":— 
Held, that the document was not a promissory note, and could 
not be sued on as such. Kibkwood v. Smith ahd Akothbl 
April 14. Divisional Court (Lord Bussell of Eillowen C.J. and 
Wright J.). 

Counsel: Daldy; J, E, Bankes. Solicitors: Carthew d: 
Wheeler, for Buckwdl, Brighton : Prior, Church ib Adams. 

P.B.H. 

17. 8SI-0FF — UQiriDATED JOaUXfi ^ Managing director. 
The B. Co. issued debentures in the usual form of floating 
securities. On the 30th of Octobar, 1894, a receiver and 
manager was appointed in a suit on behalf of the debentoie- 
holders. At this time H. B. & Co. were indebted to the com- 
pany for rent for wharfage room. H. B. & Co. had in 1893 
bought and paid for 7000 barrels from the company and received 
a delivery order for them. Before the 20th of October, 1894, 
the company had delivered dOOO of the barrels, but, being in 
difficulties, was unable to deliver any more. On the 22nd of 
October a meeting took place between the three directors of the 
company and H. B. & Co., at which a negociation took place as 
to hypothecating to H. B. & Co. certain debts due to the com- 
pany as a security for what was due to H. B. & Co. iu respect 
of the barrels. On the following day two of the directors, of 
whom D., the managing director, was one, again met H. B. <& Oo^ 
and D. gave to H. B. & Co. letters of hypothecation of the debts, 
signed by D. as managing director. By the articles of the 
company the quorum of directors was three, and the directors 
had power to appoint a managing director and to give him all 
their powers except as to bills and promissory notes. There 
was no minute of D.'s appointment, but he was recognised and 
acted as managing director. That a quorum of directors could 
hypothecate the debts was not disputed. North J. held that 
the claim of H. B. & Co. in respect of the barrels was for un- 
liquidated damages, and could not be set off against the chuiB 
of the company for wharfage rent, and that the hypothecatiofl 
of the debts was not valid, as H. B. & Co. did not rely on m 
powers of D. as managing director .—Held, on appeal, that tt« 
claim of H. B. & Co. in respect of the barrels was a liquidated 
demand and could be set off, and that set-off was not prevented 
by H. B. & Co. having had notice of the existence of the deb^* 
tures, for that they did not become complete assignments ta 
the appointment of a receiver. That as regarded the ^yP^*** 
cations H. B. & Co. were entitled to assume that I^- ^ *^^ ^ 
powers which by the articles he might have, and that tn 
hypothecations must be treated as valid. Bigokbstaff « 
RowATT's Wharf. April 15. C. A. (Lindley, Lopes m 
KayL.JJ.X „ . 

Counsel: Swinfen Eady, Q,C., and F, L, Wright; Cozm 
Hardy, Q.C., Upjohn, and W. H, Cozens-Hardy, Soli(atoJ( 
Waterhouse, Winterhotham in Co, ; Morgan & Upjohn, H. C J* 
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.NOTICE TO BOIiICITOKa 



WUk Ae view ofinturing ihe greatest pasmble accuracy and 
fopdUy in the varioue jpublieaHona connected with the Law 
Skports, ihe OouneU will be Miged^ if ihe Solidtore to whom 
eppUeaiion is made hy any Bejporter acting for the ChuncUf 
•iff OM soon as possible after applieation furnish ihe neces- 
sary Papers^ together wUh any information in iheir power as to 
ihe nawies of ihe various SclicUors engaged in the case. At the 
same time, ihe OouncU thankfuUy acknowledge the assistance 
ihey have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
ffssion in fumiAing ihe papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 



TABLE OF CASES. 



Altt v. Fabbell ••••••• Dt'v. Ok 

BuLKELET V. Stkfhjsns Stirling J. 

CJoPEBNiouB, Thb Oordl Barnes J. 

J>EBBY (OOUMTY COUNCIL OF), AtPS. ; UrBAN DmTBIOT OF MaT- 
LOOK Bath AND SCABTHIN NiOfK, Rb8P8. • • ,H,L. 

Duoxobb V, SuFFiELD Nor(h J, 

I HiLLABD, In re North J. 

; HtJXT p. WOBSFOLD NoHh J. 

I Lahd Mobtoaqb Bank of Florida, In re Vaughan WUliamB J. 
Kew WufiHivo Maohinb Ck)i0PANT, In re Vaughan WiUiama /. 

! Bio. V. HOFKINB AHD FSBauSON « . . • OL C. iS. 

Bm. v. JranciB of Kbnt • • • . • Div. Ct. 

HlOHABDf V. OTBBBSBBS OF KUWEBMINSTEB. BiCHABDS V, MaTOB 

I OF KlDDKBimfBTEB • • • • • North J. 

TBOiiKnr 9. THOKSoif Jeune Pres. 

I . COURT OF APPEAL. 
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Beoobd of Business. 



, COURT 1. 

Fbidat, April 24. 

^hmdon County CouneU v. Churchvjardens, <tc., of the Parith of 
LaaAeth, Appeal from Pollock B. and bright J. Cur, adv. mtU, 
Fo9ier Y. GenercA Phosphate Corporation, Limited, and Others, Appeal 
firom Wright J. DismiiBed. 

T0BBDAT, April 28. 

J^ T. KiB>y and Another, Appiication for judgment or now triaL 

Dimnined. 
Barris y. Brandon amd Another. Application for judgment or new 

trial Dismiiied. 
^H^^Bkon and Another y. Love and Others, Application for judgment 

or new trial. Partheaid. 

Ka 16.— 1896. 



Thubsdat, April 80. 

WilUon and Another y. Love and Others. Application for judgment or 

new trial. Bismiaaed. 
Seaman y. Ward, Application for judgment or new trial. Dis- 

miased. 
Dickey y. Saxetby and Another. Application for judgment or new 

trial. Dismiased. 
Bartlett y. CoUins, Application for judgment or new trial. Part 

heard. 



COURT XL 

Thubsdat, April 23. 

Souse Y. Bouse, Appeal from Eekewioh J. Diamiased. 

Meir Y. Bratt, Appeal from Eekewioh J. Diamiaaed. 

In re J. F. QarMs Trade Mark, Appeal from North J. Part heard. 

Tuesday, April 28. 

Ed%oards y. Waiters, Appeal from Eekewioh J. Judgment dellYered 

and appeal diamiaaed. 
PovoeU Y. Wedderlmm, Appeal from Homer J. Allowed. 



Dwring the sitting of the OowrU Tbm Weekly Notes vOl he pMiAed 
on Batorday, asid wiU generally eomprise Notes of Deeisions np to 
and huMUng those of the previous Thursday. AU eases of permanent 
interest noted herein viU he reported infuB in Tn Law Bipobxb. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These nates are nunAeredfor eonvenienee of rrferenee^ 
e.g. IF. M (96) 47(1). 



1. ADXIRALTT— nrSUEAHOE (JKLKUXS^'-Freight-'Time of 
engagement of goods — Loading port. Under two Lloyd's x>olicies, 
dated respectiYely the 1st of March and the 28th of NoYomber, 
1895 (the latter policy being expressed to follow and saoceed the 
former), the plaintiffs, the owners of the steamship Copernicus, 
were insured by the defendant and other nnderwiiters ''on 
freight ~ charges as interest may appear" by "steamer -^ 
steamers belonging to, chartered by, or managed by " the plain- 
tiflfe " lost or not lost at and from any port or ports of loading 
on the west coast of South America to any port or ports of 
discharge in the United Eingdom " or in certain other countries 
as therein described, the polioies " to coYer the freight from the 
time of the engagement of the goods or after a shipping order 
has been issued by the agent or his broker." 

In September, 1896, oflFers of cargo were received from the 
plaintiffs' agents at Valparaiso for the Copernicus for a Yoyage to 
the -United Eingdom from ports on the west coast of South 
America, and, for the purpose of loading this cargo, the Yessel on 
the 8th of October left Monte Video, calling at Punta Arenas in 
the Straits of Magellan on the 14th of October, where she dis- 
charged and loaded cargo, and left that place for Valparaiso on 



Digitized by 



Google 



48 



THE WEEKLY NOTES. 



[May 2, 1896. 



the 16th of October, but has not since been heard of. On this 
last-mentioned date cargo had been engaged at Valparaiso for 
the yessel, and was ready for shipment in her there and at 
other ports on the west coast. 

On the 17th of December, 1895, the plaintiffs declared the 
freight engaged for the Copernicus, bnt the defendant refused 
to accept the declaration : — EMy that the defendant was not 
liable for his proportion of the total loss of the freight, as the 
yessel had not arrived at her first loading port on the west 
coast of South America, and, therefore, the risk had not at- 
tached- The OoPKBificus. April 27. Gorell Barnes J. 

Coimsel: Joseph Walton, Q,C,, and Carver; Sir Walter FhiUi- 
more and Hamilton, Solicitors: Stokes & Stokes, agents for 
Thomely & Cameron, Liyerpool; Waltons, Johnson, Bubh & 
Whatton, T. L. M. ' 



2. APPOBTIOKMEVT— TENANT FOR LIFE AND BEKAINDES:' 

KAN — Stock in public company — Right of estate of deceased tenant 
for life to apportionment of dividend earned before hut declared 
after death— Apportionment Act, 1870 (c. 35), ss, 2, 3, 4, 5. 
Stock in a public company forming part of a testator's resi- 
duary estate was settled upon trust for A. for life and after 
her death " to pay transfer and assign my residuary estate and 
the Btocks funds and securities upon which the same shall 
be inyeeted unto and amongst" certain beneficiaries. After 
the death of the tenant for life the stock was sold " cum 
div." under an order of the Court for the purpose of distribu- 
tion. After the sale a diyidend was declared and received 
by the purchaser in respect of profits a portion of which 
had been earned prior to the death of the tenant for life:— 
ffeld, that the estate of the tenant for life was not entitled 
under the Apportionment Act, 1870, to be paid out of the pur- 
chase-money of the stock anything in respect of the dividend ; 
but held further, that the claim to such payment ought to be 
acceded to upon the ground that if the trust had been strictly 
carried out by transferring the investments to the beneficiaries, 
the representative of the tenant for life would have been in a 
position, either directly or through the trustees, to obtain pay- 
ment of an apportioned part of the dividend. Bvlkeley v. 
Stephens. April 28. Stirling J. 

Counsel: Hastings, Q.C, and Methold; Buckley ^ Q.C, and 
Baines. Solicitors : TatJiams & Pym ; Bohhins, Billing & Co, 

a. A. S. 



3. COMPANY — BEBENTUBE — Covering deed — Receiver — Poor 
rate — District rate — Occupancy — Winding-^p — Bills of Sale Act, 
1878, Amendment Act, 1882 (c. 43), «. 14 — Conveyancing and Law 
of Property Act, 1881 (c. 41), «. 24, svhs. 2— Poor Rate Assess- 
ment and Collection Act, 1869 (c. 41), s. 1^— Public Health Act, 
1875 (c 65), s, 211, sub-s. 3 — Preferential Payments in Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1888 (c. 62), s. 1, suh-s, 1 (a). A deed of charge on 
the assets of a company to cover debentures is not a bill of 
sale within sect. 14 of tiie Bills of Sale Act, 1878, Amendment 
Act, 1882. 

The general district rate of an urban sanitary authority is 
not a tax or poor or other parochial rate within the meaning of 
sect. 14 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, Amendment Act, 1882. 



A receiver, appointed under a power in a deed of floaliog 
charge on the assets of a company, entered into poBsessioa cf 
the premises of the company. The deed provided that the 
receiver in possession should be the agent of the company, and 
in the same position as if he were appointed by a mortgii^ 
under the Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881:— 
Held, that there was a change of occupancy on the receivei^ 
taking possession within the meaning of the Poor Bate A8Be» 
ment and Collection Act, 1869, and the Public Health Act, 1875, 
s. 211, sub-s. 3. 

There is no preferential charge in respect of rates on effeets 
of a company in the hand of a receiver for debenture-holders 
when the company is being wound up. Bichasds r. Ovn- 

SEEBB OF ElDDEBHINSTEB. BlOHABDB V. MAYOB OF KlBim- 

MmsTEB. April 22. North J. 

Counsel: E, Clayton; A. Rowden, Solicitors: J. W. Milet; 
L. W, Wigg, for F. E. Bureher, Kidderminster. D. P. 



4. O0KPAMY-^rWU^bJX^-Jn—rAffidavit supporting petUuair^ 
Notice of filing. Although there is no express rule requiiiiig 
notice to be given to iiie company of the filing of the statutoiy 
affidavit in support of a winding-up petition, the ^praetice of 
giving notice of filing is a convenient one, and must in 
future be followed. In re New Wbiohino Machine Coxpakt. 
April 29. Yaughan Williams J. Counsel : Qeorge Henderson ; 
Overend. Solicitors : Tempkton & Cox ; Frederick C. James. 

F.E. 



6« OOXPANT — WZNDINO-UP — Joint Stock Companiet Ar* 
rangement Act, 1870 (c. 104). in a Toltmtary winding-up a 
scheme of arrangement under the Joint Stock Companies Ar- 
rangement Act, 1870, was agreed to by the debenture-holders, 
unsecured creditors, and contributories, and contained the fol- 
lowing clause : " A proper trust deed to give effect to the pro- 
visions of this scheme relating to the existing debentures shall 
be prepared and executed, and such trust deed shall contain 
provisions for calling meetings of the holders of the existing 
debentures and conferring power upon a majority in. number 
representing three-fourths in value of such holders, present, 
either in person or proxy, at any meeting, to make binding 
upon all the holders of the existing debentures any compromise 
or arrangement which the Court would, under the Joint Stock 
Companies Arrangement Act, 1870, have power to sanction if 
the company were in liquidation and the same had been agreed 
to as therein mentioned": — Held, ih&i this clause was a dele- 
gation to a majority of the debenture-holders of the powers of 
the Court under the Act; and that the scheme would only be 
sanctioned on the clause being modified by making the compro- 
mise or arrangement therein referred to subject to the sanction 
of the Court. In re Land Mobtgaoe Bank of Flobida. 
April 16. Vaughan Williams J. 

Clyunsel: Theobald. Solicitors: Johnson, WeatheraU cfe Sturt, 
for Wade, Bilbrough, Booth <fc Co., Bradford. P. E. 



6. OBIMINAL LAW— BSBIOBS ACT, 1869 (o. 68), ■. IS, sulha. t 

— Intent to defraud creditors — Making transfer of, or charge on^ 
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property. A defendant to an action, who, during the pendency 
of the action and before trial, gives a bill of sale over his per- 
flcmal chattels with the intent of depriying the plaintiff of the 
fruits of a possible verdict and judgment in his favour, cannot 
be convicted under sect. 18, sub-sect. 2, of the Debtors Act, 
18G9, of havmg, with intent to defraud a creditor, made a 
transfer of, or charge on, his property, the plaintiff not having 
been a creditor within the meaning of that provision at the 
time when the bill of sale was given. Reg. v, Hopkins and 
FiMHJSOH. April 25. G. G. B. (Lord Russell of Eillowen G J., 
Pollock B., Hawkins, Gave and Wills J J.). 

Goimsel: McKeand; CBoselnnes; C,A.RmuXl, Solicitors: 
MicUor to the Treasury; Millar, Manchester; Kirkman, for 
W&Uam Thanuanj Manchester. W. J. B. 



Solicitors : F. J. Thairlwall, for Alfred Head, Blackburn ; Eohbins 
Billing ib Co,, for W. E. L. Oaine, Blackburn. A. P. P. K 



7. DiYOxoB— TABiATiojr OF arnjoansn—Appiication hy 

executors. Where a husband dies after obtaining a decree 
absolate for a diToroe, and there are no children of the mar- 
liige, an application for a variation of the marriage settlement 
cannot bo made by the personal representatives of the husband. 
Thomson v. Thomson. April 23. Jeune Pros. 

GomiBel : Bayford, Q, 0., and Bargrave Deane ; Indenmck, Q. C, 
9aA PrietHey, Solicitors: Roxodiffes, Bawle A Co.; Beaton F. 
Tflif/or. W. J. B. 



8> HIGHWAY — MAnr BOAI^^Fooiways, repair of in urban 
Mfid^—Highways and Locomotives {Amendment) Act, 1878 
(c 77), s. la— ZoooZ Oovemmeni Act, 1888 (c. 41), s. 11. The 
House, approving the decisions in In re Warminster, 25 Q. B. B. 
450, and In re Burdem, [1896] 1 Q. B. 24, that ''a main road'' 
Incliides footways at the side, without hearing the respondents 
IBffinned the decision of the Gourt of Appeal and dismissed 
ttie ^ipeal with costs. Gountt Gounoil of Debbt, Apps. ; 
tiuKAii BisTUOT of Matlock Bath and Soabthin Nice, 
l^rs. April 28. H. L. (Lords Herschell, Macnaghten, Morris 
tod Davey). 

Counsel: LUUer, Q.C., Cripps, Q.C., and Etherington Smith; 
latoson Waiton, Q.C, and Macmorran, Q.C. Solicitors: Wynne, 
Mm A Wynne ; Baker, Lees ib PosHethiffaite, for F. C. Lymn, 
KatiockBath. J. M. M. 



9. LOCAL OiXVajnOMT—n-LAW-^Falidity-^Sale of coal 
hm vehide-'Weights and Measures Act, 1889 (c 21), s. 28. By 
k l^-Iaw made by a local authority under sect. 28 of the 
R^eights and Measures Act, 1889, " Every person in chaige of 
■By Tehicle carrying coal for sale within the borough in quan- 
tees not exceeding two hundredweight , . . shall re-weigh the 
M upon being requested to do so by any purchaser, or by any 
iBe on behalf of the purchaser, or by an inspector of weights 
■»d measures, or by any constable*':— JBTrfd, that the by-law 
Jib unreasonable, and therefore bad. Altt v. Farbell. 
M>ril 27. Divisional Gourt (Lord Bussell of KiUowen G. J. and 
"light J.). 

^3«o»e»: T. W. Chitty; Mattinson, Q.C, and A. T. Lawrence. 



10. PEACnnOl— ACnnOV job BSOOYSBY of LKm— Joinder 
of other cause of action — Leave of Court — Bt^es of the Supreme 
Court, Order xvm., r. 2 ; Order Lxx., r. 2. The plaintiflF claimed 
a declaration that an alleged mortgage of land to the defen- 
dant created no charge on the land comprised in it, and he 
claimed possession of the land. The plaintiff claimed alterna- 
tively an account of what was due on the mortgage, and 
redemption. The plaintiff was a judgment creditor of the 
alleged mortgagor, the judgment being of a date subsequent 
to that |of the mortgage. The plaintiff had obtained an order 
appointing him receiver of the rents of the land, and the order 
had been registered. On a summons by the defendant to stay 
all proceedings in the action, on the ground that no leave of 
the Gourt had been obtained to join the other cause of action 
with the action for the recovery of the land: — Held, that the 
leave of the Gourt was not necessary, and that the plaintiff 
was entitled without leave to ask for possession of the land 
in either alternative— immediate possession if the mortgage 
was invalid, and possession on payment of what should be 
fbund due if the mortgage was valid : — Edd also, that, though 
the defendant had appeared to the writ, it was not too late for 
him to raise the objection that the leave of the Gourt had 
not been obtained. Hunt v. Wobsfold. April 28. North J. 
Mulckem v. Doerks, 53 L. J. (Q.B.) 526, treated as overruled 
by Wilmott v. Freehold House Property Co., 5 1 L. T. 552, and 
Smurthwaite v. Hannay, [1894] A. G. 494. 

Gounsel: A. BeddaU; P. A. S. Hickey. Solicitors: A. M. 
Bradley ; Morrisons. W. L, 0. 



11. QVABTEB 8E88I0 V8 — PABTT TO AJmUL— Costs, A 
person, having given notice to a licensed victualler of intention 
to oppose the renewal of the licence at the general annual 
licensing meeting, attended before the licensing justices and 
objected to the renewal, with the result that the renewal was 
refused. The licensed person appealed to quarter sessions, and 
obtained a renewal of his licence. On the hearing of the appeal 
the objector did not appear :—^c/d, that the objector was a 
party to the appeal, notwithstanding that he did not appear to 
litigate it, and that the quarter sessions had jurisdiction to 
order him to pay the costs of the appeal Tes Quebn v. 
Justiois of Ebnt. April 28. Divisional Gourt (Lord Bussell 
of Killowen G.J. and Wright J.). 

Gounsel: Dickens, Q.C, Lawson Walton, Q.C, and Bodkin; 
Asquith, Q.C, and Blaiklock, Solicitors: Oodden <fc Holme; 
Hicks, Davis <fc Hunt. J. F. G. 



18. MUOnOS — OOSTB — Taxation — Lease at rent and premium 
— Minimum charge — General Order under Solicitors* Bemunera- 
tion Act, 1881 (c 44), Sdutdule L, Part L, rr. 7, 8 ; Part IL, r. 5. 
A lease for nine-nine years, determinable on three lives, was 
granted at an annual rent of 12s. Id., and a premium or fine of 
12^' Is. 8i. : — Edd, that the lessor's solicitors were entitled to a 
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fiee of 51 in respect of the rent under Schedule I., Part II., 
seoond scale, to the deneral Order under the Solicitors' Bemu- 
neration Act, 1881, and to an additional fee of 3/. in respect of 
the premium by virtue of rule 5 in Part II., and rule 8 in 
Part I. of Schedule I. In re Hellabd. April 28. North J. 

Counsel: F. Thompson; Upjohn, Solicitors: Law& Worssam; 
Bell, Brodrick & Oray. W. L. 0. 



13. TBTTSTEE— VESTIKQ OBDEB — Absconding trustee not to be 
found'-Trustee Act, 1893 (c. 53), ss. 26, 35. One of the four 
trustees of a settlement absconded, was adjudicated a bankrupt, 
and could not be found. On the petition of the other three 
trustees, I to which all the beneficiaries were respondents, for an 



order vesting in the petitioners the right to transfer or call for 
a transfer of a sum of India Stock (which was subject to the 
trusts), and to receive the dividends thereof; the right to sue 
for and recover certain specified mortgage debts and any other 
chose in action subject to the trusts; and certain specified real 
estates, which were security for the mortgage debt, for all the 
estate and interest which was vested in the petitioners and the 
bankrupt: — Held, that the Court im^der the above sections had 
power to make the vesting order. Duomobe v, SuTFnELD. 
April 25. North J. 

Counsel: YoUe Lee; Ingle Joyce; Rowden; T. H. Carson ; 
R, J, Parker. Solicitors: Lavorenoe, Qraham <fc Co.; Feake, 
Bird & Co.; If, F. <fc R. W. Tweedie; Faines, Blyth & jffia- 
tahle; Francis & Crookenden, W. L. 0. 
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NOTICES TO SOUCITOBa 



WUh ike view of ingurtng the greatest pomble accuracy and 
rapidity in the various publications connected with the Law 
Reports, the Council wiU he chliged, if the Solicitors to whom 
appUcaiion is made hy any Exporter acting for the Ooundly 
vUl as soon as possible after application /umish the neces- 
uary Papers^ together with any information in their power as to 
the names of the various Solicitors engaged in the case. At the 
same time^ the GouncU thankfully acknowledge the assistance 
ihey have already received from so many mewbers of the Pro- 
festion in furnishing the papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 



TABLE OF OASES. 

PAOB 

Aabon*s Bsefb, Apps.; Twiss, Resp H,L. 52 

Allcabd v. Walkbb Stirling J. 53 

Babb, In re. Ex parU Wolfb .... Div. OSt. 52 

BlflBAHO AND OTHBB8 9. BbADLBT AND OtHEBS . DtV. Ct. 52 

Edwabm v. Walters C. A. 5^ 

Gbaingbb, App, ; Gough, Rebp. jff. L. 64 

HttLAHD, J«fw North J. 54 

Hemp Tabk and Gobdags Gompant, In re. Hindlby's Case. 

a A, 52 

Land Bboubities Company, In re C.A. 53 

Ohglby (Lord), In re. Ottlby v. Tubneb . C ^. 54 

Rbg. v. Lewis and Moss Div. Cl. 54 

R». f . SoDEN C. ii. 53 

SiTOY (Oyebssebs of the), Apps. ; Abt Union of London, 

Rbspb. H. L. 54 

Scott, In M. JBfc porte Soott ... Div. Ct. 52 
Tunbbidge Wells (Mayob, &o., of), Apps. ; Baibd and Othbbb, 

Rebps. fl. i;. 53 

WnusoN AND Ahothbb v. Love and Othebs . , C.A. 53 



COURT OP APPEAL. 



Record of Business. 



COURT I. 

Fbiday, May 1. 

BarUett t. CoUins. Applioation for judgment or new trial. Allowed. 
Sharp T. Sharp A Co., Limited. Appeal from Mathew J. Dismissed. 

Saturday, May 2. 

IMcin y. Salt UnUmy Idndted. Appeal from Wills and Wright J J. 
Allowed. 

Monday, May 4. 

Bbker y. Seager. Appeal from Hawkins J. Dismissed. 

The Queen ▼. Soden. Appeal from Lawrance and Collins JJ. Dis- 



Na 16.— 1896. 



Tuesday, May 5. 
Ownen of the Comet and Othert y. Oumere of SM. Emerald. Appeal 

of plaintiffs. Allowed. 
Ownereof No. 7 Steam Sand-pump Dredger and Othert Y.Otoners of (he 

S.S. Greta Holme. Appeal of plaintiffs. Allowed. 

Wednesday, May 6. 

The Queen v. Justices of London. Appeal from Day and Lawranoe J J 

Dismissed. 
The Queen v. Bexley Heath BaUway Company. Appeal from Day and 

Lawrance JJ. Allowed. 
Burketty Monro & Co. v. Anderson and Others. Appeal from Kennedy J. 

Dismissed. 



COURT II. 

Friday, April 24. 
In re J. F. ChrMs Trade Mark. Appeal &om North J. Judgment 

reserved. 
In re Puerto CabeUo and Valencia BaUway Company, Limited. Appeal 

from Stirling J. Part heard. 

Saturday, April 25. 

In re Puerto CabeUo and Valeneia BaUtoay Company, Limited. Appeal 

from Stirling J. Stands oyer. 
Edwards y. .Waiters. Appeal from Eekewidh J. Part heard. 

Wednesday, April 29. 
No sitting. 

Thursday, April 80. 

Pneumatie Tyre Company, Limited v. CassweU. Appeal from Keke- 

wich J. Cur. adv, vuU, 
In re Lord Ongley OtUey y. Turner, Appeal f^m Stirling J. 

Allowed. 

Friday, May 1. 

In re Hemp Yam atid Cordage Company. Appeal from Yaughan 

Williams J. Allowed. 
In re E. Franklin & Co., Limited. Appeal from Eekewidh J. 

Allowed. 
In re Lands Securities Company, Appeal .from Eekewioh J. Part 

heard. 

Saturday, May 2. 

In re Lands Securities Company, Limited. Appeal from order of 
Yaughan Williams J. dated the 4th of February. DismiBsed. 

Mdlcdlm V. Burford-Hanoode. Appeal from Kekewioh J. Part 
heard. 

Monday, May 4. 

Mdleolm y. Burford-Hanoock. Appeal from Eekewioh J. Dismissed. 
In re Lands. Securities Company, Limited. Appeal from order of 

Yaughan Williams J. dated the 20th of Febroary. Allowed. 
In re Stuart and Olivant and Sea^onU Contract Appeal from 

Stirling J. Part heard 

Tuesday, May 5. 

In re StuaH and Olivant and Seadon*s Contract. Appeal from 

Stirling J. Dismissed. 
In re Wainwright, Wainwright y. Hodgson. Appeal from North J. 

Dismissed. 
M. E. M. WaOcins v. W. T. P. Watkins. Divoroe. Appeal by respon- 
dent from order of President. 
Same y. Same. By petitioner. Cur. adv. vult. 
In re International Commeroiai Company. Appeal from Romer J* 
Part heard. 
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Wkdnbsdat, May 6. 

I» re Intemaiional Commeroial Company. Appeal from Bomer J. 

Stands over. 
In re Army and Navy Co-operative Breweries^ Limited. Appeal from 

Eekewioh J. DiBmiBsed. 
In re Worrall, WorraU ▼. Shoesmiih, Appeal from Kekevich J. 

DiBmiflsed. 
In re Kingston Cotton MiU Company, Appeal from Vaughan 

Williams J. Part heard. 



During the fitting of the CourU The Wbkklt Notbb wiU he pMiahed 
on Saturday, and wUl genhraUy oampriee Notes of Decisions up to 
and induding those of the previous Thursday. AU eases of permanent 
interest noted herein wiU he reported infuH in Tee Law Bkpobts. 



Ooldman, for A, V. Hammofid, Bradford; Jacques & Co., for 
J. H. Harrison, Bradford. P. B. H. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These noies are numbered for eonvenienee of reference, 
e.g. W. N. (96) 62 (1). 



1. BAinOtUFTCT— ACT OF BASEXUFSCY—Notice of suspen- 
sion of payment— Dedaration of inability to pay—Intention to 
deal with creditors collectively — Notice by non-trader — Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883 (c. 62), s. 4, sub-s. 1(K), A statement made by a 
debtor will amount to a notice that he has suspended, or is 
about to suspend, payment of his debts, within the meaning of 
sect. 4, sub-sect. 1 (h), of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, so as to 
constitute an act of bankruptcy, if it is in effect a statement 
that the debtor is unable to pay his debts, and intends to deal 
with his creditors cx)llectiyely. Sect 4, sab-eeot. 1 (h), applies 
to non-traders as well as to traders. In re Soott. Ex parte 
SooTT. April 30. Divisional Court (Vaughan Williams and 
Kennedy JJ.). 

Counsel: J. H. W, Weigall; Muir Mackenzie. Solicitors: 
Kingsford & Dorman, for Burrows & Weigall, Margate; Prior, 
Church & Adams, for Sparkes <fe Emery, Bamsgata P. B. H. 



3. OOUNTY OOUBT — JUBI8DICTI0V — Arrears of rent-charge 
— Action by trustees of charity — Prohibition — Title in question^ 
Charitable Trusts Act, 1863 (c. 137), 8. ^1— County Courts Act, 
1888 (c. 43), 8. 60. The plaintiffs, trustees of a charity, sued in 
the County Court to recover arrears of a rent-charge of 101., 
issuing out of the defendants' land. The summons referred to 
the Charitable Trusts Act, 1863, and leave had been obtained 
to proceed under that Act. On an application for a prohibition : 
— Held, that the action was not *' proceedings under this Act," 
within the meaning of sect. 41 of the Charitable Trusts Act, 
1863, and therefore the jurisdiction of the County Court was 
not excluded by that section : — Held, also, that the title which 
came in question, within the meaning of sect. 60 of the County 
Courts Act, 1888, was the title to the rent-charge, not the title 
to the land, and therefore the value of the hereditament in 
dispute did not exceed 60/. by the year, and the County Court 
had jurisdiction. Bassano and Othbbs v. Bkadlet asd 
Othebs. May 4. Divisional Court (Lord BusseU of Eillowen 
C.J. and Wright J.). 

Counsel: Bosanquet, Q.C., and Hickey ; A. T. Lawrence, 
Solicitors: Fidd, Boscoe & Co., for Walts & Jobson, Dudley; 
I'ucker, Lake & Lyon, for Docker & Tarleton, Birmingham. 

P. B. H. 



S3* BAHZBUFTCT — PjstitiOK — Petitioning creditor's debt — 
" LiquidcUed sum, payable either immediately or al son^ certain 
future time "—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (c. 62), s. 6, sub-s. 1 (6). A 
debtor, who owed lOOZ. for money lent, accepted a bill of 
exchange at three months for that amount and interest, and 
the creditor signed a letter agreeing that the bill should be 
renewed, provided the interest was paid from time to time. 
The interest on the first bill was paid, and the bill was renewed. 
Before the second bill became payable the debtor committed an 
act of bankruptcy, and the creditor presented a bankruptcy 
petition against him: — Held, that the debt of 100/. was "a 
liquidated sum, payable either immediately or at some certain 
future time," within the meaning of sect. 6, sub-sect. 1 (6), of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and therefore the creditor was 
entitled to present the petition, and a receiving order ought to 
be made. In re Babb. Ex parte Wolfk. May 2. Divisional 
Court (Vaughan Williams and Kennedy JJ.). 
Counsel : Carrington ; C. E. Jones. Solicitors : Isadore 



4. OOXPAHT — FBOSFECTUS — Misrepresentation — Shareholder 
— Repudiation of contract — Forfeiture of shares. The HouBe 
without hearing the respondent's counsel affirmed the decision 
of the Irish Court of Appeal, [1896] 2 I. R. 207, wid dismissed 
the appeal with costs. Aabon's Ebsfs, Ldutxd, Apps. ; Twiss, 
Bksp. April 30. H. L. (Lord Halsbury L.C., and Lords 
Herschell, Watson, Macnaghten, Morris and Davey). 

Counsel: Levett, Q.C., and Edward Ford; Bonan, Q.C. (Iriflh 
Bar), Carson, Q.C, and W. B. Edwardes. Solicitors: CfMve cfc 
Chave; E. J. BeUord. J. M. M. 



6. OOMPAHT — WIHDnrO-ITP —Contributory — Undenvriting 
letter. H., on the 17th of June, 1892, signed and delivered to 
the promoters of a company a letter agreeing that upon the 
public issue of its shares he would subscribe for 400 shares in 
consideration of a premium of 1/. per cent. If on the public 
issue of the company's prospectus the whole share issue was 
bona fide subscribed for by the public, no allotment was to 
be made to H., and in case of a partial public subscription 
n. was to have a pro rata iallotment. The letter also contained 
an authority to the promoters, in the event of his not applying 
for the shares, to apply for them in his name, and authority to 
the directors to allot them to him : " This engagement is bind- 
ing on me for two months from this date." The capital was 
offered to the public on the 20th, 21st, and 22nd of June, but 
very few applications were made. On the 1st of July, when 
the subscription list was closed and the invitation to the public 
had proved an abuost total failure, the promoters signed at the 
foot of the allotment letter a memorandum dated the 1st of 
July accepting H.'s offer. This letter with the memoiandum 
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and an application for shares by the promoters in H.'b name 
were handed to the company, and the shares were allotted to 
H. H. paid the moneys payable on application and allotment, 
receiTed his certificates, and afterwards signed proxy papers. 
His name was on the register when the company went into liqui- 
dation in Jnne, 1894. Vaughan Williams J. held, ante p. 17 (1), 
that the acceptance by the promoters came too late, that they 
had no authority to apply for shares in n.'s name, and that 
E. was not liable as a contributory. 

On appeal, Lutdlst L.J. was inclined to the opinion that 
the acceptance was ont of time, but Md that, on the prin- 
ciple of Oakes V. Turquand, L. R. 2 H. L. 325, H. could not be 
rdiered from his shares, having made no attempt to set aside 
the transaction till after the winding-up. Lopbs and Eat L JJ. 
ware of opinion that the meaning of the words at the end of 
the letter were that the offer by H. should be open for two 
moDths, and that the promoters, therefore, had accepted in 
time, and had authority to apply for the shares; but if not, 
still H. must be held to his shares on the other ground. 
The decision was, therefore, reversed. In re Hmcp Task and 
CoBDAGi Gompant. Huidlxt's Oasb. May 1. 0. A. (Lindley, 
Lopes and Kay L. J J.). 

Oonnsel: Buckley, Q.C., and W. F, ffamilton; Aslbury, Q.C., 
and E, 0, MacnagMen, Solicitors: Baker, Baker & Hawes; 
^unnAPapham, H. 0. J. 



6. OQKPAVT — WlMDIVO-irP — Scheme of arra/ngement — " Dis- 
coufUJ* In an ordinary commercial document the word " dis- 
coont" means rebate of interest The decision of Yaughan 
WiUiams J., ante p. 18 (2), reversed. In re Land Snoubftibs 
CoMPAKT. May 4. 0. A. (Lindley, Lopes and Kay L.JJ.). 

Gonnsel: B. Younger; Kirhy. Solicitors: Bose & Johnson; 
Mttnt, Morris, Crisp A Co. W. W. K. 



7. LOCAL WYKBJnasn^'*mXEX£*' --Public place— Con- 
finetion of urinals below sur/ace^Tunbridge Wdh Improvement 
M, 1890 (c. ccxxxv.), s, 9d— Public Health Act, 1875 (c. 55), bs, 89, 
149. The House without hearing the respondents' counsel 
sffiimed the decision of the Court of Appeal, [1894] 2 Q. B. 867, 
md dismissed the appeal with costs. Matob, &o., of Tun- 
BUDOB Wblls, Apps. ; Baibd and Othbbs, Rbsps. May 4. 
H. L (Lord Halsbury L.G., and Lords Herschell, Macnaghten 
ttd Morris). 

Oocmsel: Sir E, Clarke, Q,C., and Cozens-Hardy, Q,C. (FT. H. 
^mhn with them) ,• Moulton, Q.C, Asquith, Q.C, and J. K C. 
Jft«ro, Solicitors : Sole, Turner & Knight ; Bum & Berridge. 

J. M. M. 



and the settlement contained covenants by the husband and 
wife for the settlement of the wife's after-acquired property. 
In November, 1893, upon the petition of the husband, the 
marriage was dissolved on the ground of the adultery of the 
wife. In December, 1898, the husband presented a petition to 
the Divorce Court for variation of the settlement, setting out the 
funds subject to the trusts thereof; and the wife by her answer 
to the petition admitted the allegations as to such property. 
On the 24th of April, 1894, a consent order was made on the 
petition varying the settlement by directing payment of certain 
annual sums to the husband and the only child of the marriage. 
The wife, having married the co-respondent in the divorce 
proceedings, brought an action for a declaration that certain pro- 
perty which upon the petition for variation had been assumed 
by all parties to be bound by the settlement was not so bound. 
The Court, being of opinion that the property in question wafi 
not included in the settlement, and that the terms of the order 
for variation had been agreed to by the parties under a common 
mistake of law, granted relief to the plaintiff, but upon the 
terms that any application to the Divorce Court, under sect. 46 
of the Act 20 & 21 Vict. o. 85, for a further settlement upon 
the husband and child of the marriage, should be dealt with by 
that Court in all respects as if such application had been made 
before the 24th of April, 1894, and were being considered 
by the Court on that day. 

An interest in real estate which devolved upon a married 
woman upon the intestacy of her father, who was living at the 
date of a deed executed by her under the Fines and Recoveries 
Act, was held not to.be at that date an " estate " in land within 
the meaning of sect. 77 of that Act; and interests in personal 
estate to which she became entitled under the will of a testator, 
also living at the date of the deed, were held not to be at that 
date " future interests" of which she could dispose under the 
provisions of Malins* Act. Alloabd v. Walkbb. May 2. 
Stirling J. 

Counsel: Cozens-Hardy, Q,C., asid Ashworth James ; Hastings, 
0.a.,and H. Terrell; Buckley, Q.C, and A, dB, Terrell. Soli- 
citors: Seaton F. Taylor; Mander <fe Watson; B. H. van Tromp 

G. A. S. 



8. msiAXS OF LAW— BSUEY IV EdUITT — Divorce — Varia- 
^ of settlement — Jurisdiction — Terms — Divorce and Matri' 
"wniirf Causes Act, 1857 (c. 85), s. 4^— Divorce and Matrimonial 
GiiMet Act, 1859 (c. 61), «. ^—Married woman — Disposition 
^ real and personal estate — Fines and Becoveries Act (3 cfc 4 
^«. 4, c 74), ss. I, 77— Matins' Act (20 cfc 21 Vict. c. 57). 
By a post-nuptial settlement dated the 12th of June, 1877, 
certain property of the wife was settled upon trusts for the 
wnefit of the husband and wife and the issue of the marriage • 



9. VABJJAMXKT—TKAJSIOEISR—Begistration—Bevising bar- 
rister closing list. Decision of Divisional Court, [1896] 1 Q. B. 
499, aflOrmed. Thb Qubbn v. Sodbn. May 4. C. A. (Lord 
Esher M.R., A. L. Smith L.J. and Bigby L. J.). 

Counsel: Mattinson, Q.C, and Sylvain Mayer; William 
Oraham. Solicitors: A, Scott Lawson, for Walter & E. S. 
Foster, Leeds; Hickin, Smith & Capel Cure. •£. L. 



10* FSNALTT — ^LAHSLOBD AND IXBAWt— Lease of farm — 
Covenant rwt to sell off hay and straw. Where a lease of a farm 
contained a covenant by the lessee not to sell hay or straw off 
the premises during the last twelve months of the term, and 
provided that an additional rent of 3/. per ton should be pay- 
able " by way of penalty " for every ton of hay and straw so sold, 
and it appeared that there was a substantial difference between 
the manurial value of hay and straw: — Held, that the sum 
BO made payable was a penalty and not liquidated damages. 
WiLLBON AND Anothbb V. LovB AND Othbbs. April 28, 80. 
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C. A. (Lord Eslier M.E., A. L. Smith L. J. and Rigby L. J., the 
latter doubting). 

Counsel: Forbes, O.C., and H. Manisty ; Channdl, Q.C, and 
Meek. Solicitors: Wilmei* & BeeueSy for A. W, Granger, Durham; 
Cunliffes & Davenport, for J, G. Wilson, Omsby & Cadle, 
Durham. E. L. 



11. POOE-RATE— EXEMPTIOK— iSocte/y instituted for purposes 
of the Fine Arts ejcclusively — " Voluntary contributions " — 6 tfe 7 
Vict, (c. 86), s. 1. The House after consideration reversed the 
decision of the Court of Appeal, [1894] 2 Q. B. 609, upon the 
ground that the payments by members of the Art Union were 
not " voluntary contributions" within the meaning of the Act. 

OVKRSBEBS OF THE SaVOY, ApPB. ; AbT UnION OP LONDON, 

llKSPS. May 5. H. L. (Lord Halsbury L.C., and Lords Her- 
schell, Macnaghten and Shand). 

Counsel: Sir E. Clarke, 0-^'., and Haldimtein ; Sir B. T- 
Beid, Q.a, and L. S. Bristowe. Solicitors: B, K & K Van 
Tromp ; Hopgoods A Dowson. J. M. M. 



12. FB0HI8S0BT KOTE-^V BZMASiy—Maturity-'Benunciar 
Hon — Delivery to devisee of acceptor — Bills of Exchange Act, 1882 

c. 61), ss. 62, 89. A promissory note payable on demand 
is at maturity immediately upon its being made, and may be 
discharged by renunciation under the Bills of Exchange Act, 
1882. The delivery of it to a devisee of the acceptor who had 
for some years paid interest on it \—Edd, not to be a delivery 
" to the acceptor " so as to dispense with tiie renunciation being 
in writing. Judgment of Kekewioh J., ante p. 15, affirmed. 
Edwabds v. Walters. April 28. C. A. (Lindley, Lopes and 
Kay L. JJ.). 

Counsel : BensJiaw, Q.C., and W. D, Bawlins, Q.C. ; Bramwell 
Davis, Q,C,, and Griffiths Jones. Solicitors: Bobbins, Billing & 

Co., for C. Owen, Pwllheli ; MinslioM, Parry Jones & Co,, for 
Smith <fe Davies, Aberystwith. H. C. J. 



13. BEVEHTTE— nrOOXE TAX— Ihuie exercised within United 
Kingdom — Assessment in name of agents — '^Factor, agent, or 
receiver having the receipt of profits or gains " — Ir^come Tax Act, 
1853 (c. 34), Sdhedule D.-^lncome Tax Act, 1842 (c. 35), ss. 41-44. 
The House after consideration reversed the decision of the 
Court of Appeal, [1895] 1 Q. B. 71, with costs, on the ground 
that Boederer was not a person exercising a trade within the 
United Kingdom within the Income Tax Acts. Their Lordships 
did not decide whether the appellants were his " agents " 
within sect. 41 of the Income Tax Act, 1842, c. 35. Gbaingeb, 
App. ; GouoH, Bssp. May 1. H. L. (Lords Herschell, Watson, 
Macnaghten and Davey, Lord Morris dissenting). 



Counsel: Asquith, Q.C., Pyke, Q.C., and B. M. Bray; Sir B. 
Finlay, S.-G., and Dancktverts (Sir B. T. Beid, Q.C., with them). 
Solicitors : Irvine, Hodges & Borrowman ; Solicitor for Inland 
Bevenue. J. M. IL 



14. BOLLOITOn—OOBTH— Taxation — Costs of taxation. The 
solicitors of a lessor, who had been employed in the granting of 
a lease, wrote on the 24th of December to the lessee's solidtos 
that their charges in relation to the lease amounted to 7/. Ik 
On the 1st of January the lessee's solicitors wrote asking tot 
particulars of the charges. In reply the lessor's solicitors oi 
the 2nd of January sent a bill with detailed items, amonnting 
to 10/. 10«. 8d, adding at the foot "Say 7/. lis." The leasee 
obtained an order to tax the bill, and on the taxation the whole 
of the 7/. lis. was allowed: — Held, affirming the decision of 
the taxing master, that the bill was delivered on the 24th of 
December ; that the bill sent on the 1st of January was merely 
explanatory; and that, the bill not having been reduced on tui- 
tion, the solicitors must pay the costs of the taxation. In n ' 
Hellabd. April 30. North J. 

In re Tilleard, 82 Beav. 476, followed. 

Counsel : F. Thompson ; Upjohn. Solicitois : Law & TFbrwMi; 
Bdl, Brodrich <fe Gray. W. L. C. 



16. Y0LVHTEEB00BP8— POWEB TO MAKE BULEfr— Fo^tmie^ 
Act, 1863 (c. 65), s. 24. By sect. 24 of the Volunteer Act, 1863, 
" The officers and volunteers belonging to a volunteer oorps 
may from time to time make rules for the management of tiie 
property, finances, and civil affairs of the.corps." A volnnteei 
corps made the following rule: "Any . . . member of the 
corps who shall fail to make himself efficient and to eun the 
Government capitation grant . . . shall pay to the funds <^ tin 
corps a sum equal to the amount of Gk)vemment capitatkn 
grant which he has in consequence failed to earn." 

Held, that the section gave no authority to make such a rak. 
and that it was therefore bad. Bbg. v. Lewis and Moo. 
May 1. Divisional Court (Lord Bussell of Killowen C J. vA 
Wright J.). 

Counsel : Bailhache. Solicitors : /»cc, Colt & Ince, for Artkvr 
Bees, Cardiff. A. P. P. K. 



16. WJlJr--(XilXfnnV(rriOV-'Gift of sum of money— -Trust f(f 
investment during life tenancy, and for subsequent converstM^ 
Legacies out of proceeds of sale — G0 whether of specific or alig^ 
parts of fund. The decision of Stirling J., ante p. 31 (ltt| 
reversed. In re Lord Onglby. Ottlet r. Tubneb. Mayi 
C. A. (Lindley, Lopes and Kay L.JJ.) | 

Counsel: Dundas Gardiner; E. Beaumont. Solicitors: L y* 
Amos ; Shoubridge & May. W. W. K. 
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iNOTICS TO 80IJGiaK>Ba 



With tke view of inmiring the greatest pomble accuracy and 
fOfidUg in (he various pMieatians canneded with the Law 
Sbpobtb, the CkmncU wUl he Miged, if the Sdicitore to whom 
uppUeaiion ie made hy any B^^ter acting for the Oouncilj 
wSl ai ioon a$ possible afler application Jumish ihe neces- 
tary Papers^ together with any infortination in their power as to 
ike names of the various SoUcOors engaged in the ease. At the 
same time^ ihe Council thankfully acknowledge the assistance 
ikey lave already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in furnishing the papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 
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CLTDnDALB Bank AND SooTT, AppB. ; Paton, Rebp. • JT. L. 
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South Staffobdshibb Watebworkb Company r. Shabman 

IHv.Ct. 
BiAFim 9, Eabtmah Photoobaphio Matbbials Company 0. A. 
BnxKr and Ouyant and Season's Contbact, In re .0. A. 
WiBD^Are • • . • • • • .0.A, 
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Wm Ham Union (Assessment Committee of), Apps. ; Justices 
or Essex Ain> London County Council, Resps. • JT. L. 
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Beoobd of Business* 



COURT I. 

Thubsday, May 7. 

Kruger v, Jackson, Appeal from Vaughan 'Williams J. Cur. adv. 

tmU. 
OcMroi Insurance Company^ LimHed, of Trieste v. Miller and Others. 

Appeal from Mathew J. Part heard. 

FfiiDAY, May 8. 

h re Ahrms. Appeal from Mr. Registrar QiffSeird. Dismissed. 
OtHeral Insurance Company, Limited, of Trieste ▼. MiUer and Others. 

Appeal from Mathew J. Part heard. 
I**) Steamship Company, Limited v. SJUpoumers* Syndi(^te, Appeal 

from Mathew J. Part heard. 

No. 17.-] 



Monday, May 11. 

General hisurance Company, Limited, of Trieite v. Miller and Others., 

Appeal from Mathew J. Dismissed. 
Leo Steamship Company, Limited ▼. Shipowners' Syndicate. Appeal 

from Mathew J. Dismissed. 
Saunders v. Wright. Appeal from Kennedy J. Dismissed. 

Tuesday, May 12. 

In re an Arbitration heitceen Meadows and Another and Kenworthy. 

Appeal from Cave J. Cur. adv. vuU. 
Turner y. Bowley & Son, Application for judgment or new trial. 

Allowed. 
Carr v. Barrow, Application for judgment or new trial. Dismissed. 
Yarde-BuUer v. Duncan & Co, Application for judgment or new 

trial. Part heard. 

Wednesday, May 13. 

Yarde-Buller y. Duncan d: Co. Application for judgment ur new 
trial. Dismissed. 

Salter A Co. y. Rich. Application for judgment or new trial. Dis- 
missed. 

Marr v. Butter Knoxole Colliery Company. Appeal from Wright J, 
Dismissed. 

Robertson d: Co. y. Corry A Co. Appeal from Mathew J. Dismissed. 

Thubsday, May 14. 

Nourse y. Liverpool Sailing Shipowners d'c. Associaiion, Appeal from 

Mathew J. Dismissed, 
Deutsch, Schlesinger & Co. v. Harris <& Cohen. Appeal from Lord 

Chief Justice of England. Part heard. 



COURT IL 



Thubsday, May 7. 

Lh re Kingston Cotton Mill Company, Limited, Appeal from Vaughan 
Williams J. Part heard. 

Friday, May 8. 

In re Kingston Cotton Mill Company, Limited. Appeal from Vaughan 

Williams J. Judgment reseryod. 
In re Ward, a Solicitor. Appeal from North J. Dismissed. 
Knight y. Simmonds. Appeal from Romor J. Part heard. 



No Sitting. 



Saturday, May 9. 
Monday, May 11. 



In re Clarke* s Design. Appeal from North J. Allowed. 

Pneumatic Tyre Company y. Castoell. Appeal from Kekowich J. 

Allowed. 
Knight y. Simmonds, Appeal from Romor J. Dismissed. 
^heringion y. Big Blow CMd Mines, Limited. Appeal from Koke^ 

wich J. Part heard. 

TCESDAY, May 12. 

Etheringtott y. Big Blow Odd Mines, Limited, Appeal from Keke- 

wioh J. Dismissed. 
Lee y. CampheJl. Appeal from President of Probate Division. Settled. 
In re Qirew, Careto y. Carew, Appeal from Stirling .T, Part heard. 
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Wbdnibbdat, May 13. 
FiM V. Debenture Corporaium. Appeal from North J. No order 

made, North J. assentlDg to a proposal to expedite the trial of 

the action. 
In re Carew. Carew v. Carew. Appeal from Stirling J. Ju'^gment 

reeenrod. 
Staples V. Eastman Photographic Materials Company, Appeal from 

ChittyJ. Allowed. 
In re Hardaway and MarshalVs Contrad, Appeal from North J. 

Part heard. 



CORKECTION, 
In re Hsllabd. 
In the note of this case (ante p. 54 (14)) the words " the Bolioiton 
most pay the ooatB of the taxation " should be ** the solicitors most 
have the costs of the taxation." W. L. G. 



Dunngthe9mingo/the(hurUTmWMMXLY}il<yrEB%MhepMi^ied 
on Saturday, and wUl generaUy eomprise Notes of Deeisions up to 
and isteUMig those of (bs preeious Thursday. Jtt eases ofpermanmt 
interest noted herein will he reported in/nil in Tn Law Bbobts. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



2. OOlOAinr — WUmUCkV? — Proxy — Joint Stock Com- 
panies Arrangement Act, 1870 (c. 104). Proxy papers to be lued 
at meetings to oonaider schemes of arrangement under the 
Act of 1870 should follow the office-form settled by the judge, 
which empowers the proxy " to Yote for me, and in my name 
[blank] the said scheme, either with or without modification 
as my proxy may approve," and contains opposite the blank 
a marginal note as follows : " If for, insert * for.' If against, 
insert ' against,' and strike out the words after ' scheme ' and 
initial such alterations." Pbaotick Direction. May 8. 
Yaughan Williams J. 

C!ounsel: Kirhy, Solicitors: Ashurst, Morris, Crisp A Co. 

F.K 



3.i OOUny OOUttI — JXmsaUrnO'S — Neglect to levy— Action 
against high bailiff— County CourU AcU, 1888 (c 43), m. 35, 43, 49. 
An action will lie to reooyer damages against the high bailiiBTof 
a county court, at the suit of a party aggrieved by his neglect 
in the performance of his duties as high bailiff, notwithstand- 
ing the provisions of sect. 49 of the County Courts Act, 1888, 
enabling the county court judge, in such cases, to order the 
high bailiff to pay damages to the party aggrieved. Watson r. 
Whitk. May 8.' Divisional Court (Lord Bussell of Killowen 
C. J. and Wright J.). 

Counsel: Foley; Loehnis. Solicitors 1 M, Webb dk Sont; 
Aldous A Welfare. . P. B. H. 



The$s notes aire nu m bered /or eonnenienee of rrferenee, 
•.g. W. N. (96) 56 (1). 



!• BAHnUFlCT — ACT 07 BAHKEUFICT — Non-trader — 
Letter to a creditor — Notice of intention to suspend payment — 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (c. 52), s. 4, subs. 1 (A). Judgment 
creditors of H., who was in money difficulties, were pressing 
for payment. He offered them a second mortgage on certain 
estates, which would give them ample security. They declined, 
being under the impression that they could obtain payment by 
levying execution ; and on the 4th of June, 1894, H.'s solicitors 
wrote the judgment creditors — "as promised we send you 
herewith statement shewing income and expenditure and the 
amount of mortgages on the estates. We think it well to 
repeat what we stated to you at our interview that a receiving 
order will be applied for immediately execution is issued." On 
the 18th of July, 1894, execution was levied, and the next day 
H. presented his own petition, on which a receiving order was 
made and adjudication followed. Between the 4th of June and 
the 11th of July, H.'s solicitors received about 3000?., rents of 
his estates, which under his instructions they bond fide paid 
away to various creditors. The trustee in bai^ruptcy claimed 
payment of the 3000/. from the solicitors on the ground that 
the letter of the 4th of June was an act of bankruptcy, and 
that his title related back to that date :—Held, that under the 
circumstances the letter was not equivalent to a notice by H. 
that he was about to suspend payment of his debts, and there- 
fore it was not an act of bankruptcy. Trustee of Lord Hill 
1'. Rowlands. May 9. Vanglian Williams J. 

Council: Muir Mwikenzie and A, .7. David; CJuinneU, Q.C., 
W. Oraham, and Rowlands. Solicitors : Pritchard, EngUfield A 
Co. ; Sttbbard, Gibson & Co, R. L. P. 



4* OOVENAHT — WnJOXQ BCfffinfH — Residential estnk— 
Trade prohibited — Trivial breaches — Acquiescence — Laundry — In- 
junction. The defendant appealed from the decision of Romer J., 
aiOc p. 22 ; [1896] 1 Oh. 663 i—Hdd, that though the Court will 
refose; equitable relief on a restrictive covenant where owing 
to circumstance oqpurripg ^ce 4t w^ entered into tho 
object for which it wfus ei\terec^ into, cam^ot be attained, as in 
Duke of Bedford v. British Museum^ 2 My. & E. 552> there was 
no rule that if a restrictive covenant for the preservation of a 
building estate was not enforced in every case it could not be 
enforced in any ; that here the covenants had been generally 
observed, and there had been no material departure from 
the scheme originally settled, and that an injunction to enforce 
the covenant had been rightly granted. Ekight v. Simmonds. 
May 11. C. A. (Lindley, Lopes and Kay L.JJ.). 

Counsel: Eve, Q.C., and Macnaghten; Astbury, Q.C, and 
R. M. Bray. ' Solicitors : J. Bartlett ; Jenkins, Baker & Co. 

H. C. J. 



6. OOYBVAHT TO PAY A 8U1C 07 XOVET— IHTSBS8T- 

3 <fc 4 Wm.' 4, c. 42, s. 28. Covenant by a testator that his 
executors or administrators shall pay a sum of money within 
six months after his death is within sect. 28 of 3 & 4 Wm. 4, 
c. 42, and in case of default in payment at the time named (the 
time fixed for payment being a time certain) the sum carries 
interest from the time named. Jn re Horner. Fooks r. 
Horner. May 18. ChittyJ. 

Knajtp V. Burnahy, 9 W. R. 765, followed. 

Counsel: Stewart Smith; Adams. Solicitors: Adams Beck; 
Devonshire, Monkland <t Co. Qt. M. 
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6. JIEIUIUJB— FBOraBTT BY FOfDIVO — Article found in 
mvaltpool. The defendant was employed by the plaintiffs to 
!lean out a pool which was their property. While 6o doing he 
lioimd two gold rings, and on his refusal to give them up to the 
plaintiffii they sued him in detinue : — HM, that the plaintiffs 
irere entitled to reooYer, since there was a presumption that 
khey were in possession of all articles found on their property. 
South Staffobdsbibe Waterworks Company v, Sitarman. 
May 1:2. DiYisional Court (Lord Russell of Killowen C.J. and 
WiUsJ.). 

Counsel: WUliam WUU; DUturnaL Solicitors: Burton, 
YeoLtn Jk Uart^ for Johnsons, Barclay A Rogers, Birmingham ; 
^e/son ife Sons, for H, 8. (Jhinn, Lichfield. A. P. P. K. 



7* zTiSBveB— ssFSBOEnAnon as to CBSDIT. By the 
Sth section of the Mercantile Law (Scotland) Amendment Act, 
1866 a9 & 20 Yici c. 60) following sect. 6 of 9 Geo. 4t, c. 14 
(England and Lreland), it is proYided that "all representa- 
tions and assurances as to the . . . credit ... of any person 
made ... for the purpose of enahling such person to obtain 
credit^ money or goods . . . shall be in writing and shall be 
nibscribed by the person . . . making such representations and 
isnirances or by some person duly authorized by him, other- 
wise the same shall haYe no effect." The pursuer aYcrred that 
tiie defenders' agent in pursuance of a fraudulent scheme 
wbally assured the pursuer— (1) that D., R. & Co. were in a 
ihoroughiy sound condition finuicially ; (2) that the sum due 
to the defenders was Ycry trifling ; (3) that D., B. ik Co. had 
made up the losses which they had sustained; (4) that no 
portion of the prciceeds of any acceptance by the pursuer would 
be applied in extinction of the defenders' debt; and that, rely- 
ing on these assurances, the pursuer granted acceptances to 
B., R. dk Co., which he had CYentually to pay— D., B. & Co. 
becoming bonkrapt. The House, reYersing the decision of the 
Second DiYision of the Court of Session, 23 Ci Sess. Cas. 4th 
Series (BettieX 88 i—Edd, that on the first three allegations no 
CMse of action was shewn, for cycu if a fraudulent scheme to 
^^btain the acceptances could be proYed, the effect of the statute 
could not be aYoided ; and as to the fourth aYerment treating 
it as defenders' agreement— though time was giYcn to the pur- 
saer— no case was shewn in his further allegations handed in, 
Oltdisdals Bahk AiVD Scott, Afps.; Baton, Bbsp. May 12. 
fi. L. (Lord Halsbury L.O., and Lords Herschell, Watson, 
Morris, Shand and DaYoy). 

Counsel: The Lord Advocate {A, Graham Murray, Q,G.), and 
Vft (with them King) (all of the Scottish Bar) ; Balfour, Q,C. 
(of the Scottish Bar), Sir B. Beid, Q.C, and Bobertson, Q.C. 
JWicitors: Murray, Hutchins, Stirling & Murray, for Bonald & 
Ritchie, 8.6.a, Edinburgh; W. Bobertson <fc Co., for J. Smith 
Clark, 8.8.C., Edinburgh. 

G. J. W. 

8. XUnAVD AHD WiR— BISBBTIOV— iSu//i»iary Jurisdic- 
tion {Married Women) Act, 1895 (c. 39), «. 4. Beeertion of a 
ii^ttried woman by her husband is a continuing act within 
the meaning of sect 4 of the Sunmiary Jurisdiction (Married 
Women) Act, 1895 ; an application by the wife for an order 
Wider that section need not therefore be made within six 



months of the commencement of the desertion. Hbabd v, 
Heabd. May 5. Jeune Pres. and GoreU Barnes J; 

Counsel: Bedddl ; Duke. Solicitors: Booth, for Doe A Late- 
man, Great Torrington; Church, Benddl ds Todd, for Sddon, 
Barnstaple. W. J. B. 



8. linBAHGE— DnrnrOT CAXmXB OV AffnOV-^olnder of 
defendants — Bules of the Supreme Court, Order xvi, r. 4. 
Judgment of A. L. Smith L.J. and decision of the Court of 
Appeal, [1895] 2 Q. B. 688, affirmed without hearing the respon- 
dents' coimsel and appeal dismissed with costs. Sadlkb v. 
Gbbat Wbstkbn Railway Company. May 11. H. L. (Lord 
Halsbury L.C., and Lords Watson, Herschell, Shand and 
DaYcy). 

Counsel : Warmington, Q.C, and CJiester Jones (^Bussell Boherts 
with them); Asquith, Q,C., and Hon, Alfred Lyttdton. Soli- 
citors : Kennedy, Hughes d> Kennedy ; B, B. Nelson, 

J. M. M. 



10. PO(X&-EATS— APPEAL — Assessment committee as respon- 
dents — Consent of guardians of union — Costs of respondents — 
Union Assessment Committee Amendment Act, 1864 (c. 89), & 2. 
Decision of the Court of Appeal, [1895] 1 Q. B. 38, affirmed 
without hearing the respondents' counsel and appeal dismissed 
with costs. AsssssMKNT CoMMiTm OF West Ham Union, 
Apps. ; JusTioxs of Essex and London County Council, 
Resps. May 7. H. L. (Lord Halsbury L.O., and Lords Her- 
schell and BaYoy). 

Counsel: Jdf, Q.C, and E. Morten; Bosanquet, Q,C, and 
A. Wedderhum. Solicitors: F. E. Billeary; W, A. Blaadand. 

J. M. M. 



11. POOS-EATE— YALVAHOV Lm—Appeal^Clerk of assess- 
ment committee — Bight of audience— Valuation (^Metropolis) Act, 
1869 (c. 67), ss. 27, 62. The proYision in sect 62 of the Valua- 
tion (Metropolis) Act, 1869, that on an appeal against a 
Yaluation list " An assessment committee may appear by their 
clerk," does not give the clerk a right to be heard in Court on 
their behalf for the purpose of consenting to an alteration in 
the list. The Queen v. Justices of London. May 6. C. A. 
(Lord Esher M.R., A. L. Smith L.J. and Bigby L. J.). 

Counsel: T. WUles Chitty ; Sir E. Clarke, Q.C, OJidAoory^ 
Solicitors: A. M. Bramall; E. W. Beal. E. L. 



12* PBAOTICE — ^ADJCnnBTlULTIOV — Assignment of adminis- 
tration bond— Court of Probate Act, 1857 (c. 77), s. 83. An 
application for the assignment of an administration bond 
should be made to a registrar. In the Goods of Bees. 
May 11. Gorell Barnes J. 

Counsel: B. H. Pritcltard. Solicitors: Preston, Stow & 
Preston. H. D. W. 



18. PBBrXREVOE SKABBi— OUKVLATITE DIYXDm—Pay 

ment out of net profits of each year. The memorandum of asso- 
ciation of a company contained this chiuse : " The capital of the 
company is 150,000/. diYided into 10,000 ordinary shares of 10/. 
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each, and 5000 preference shares of 10/. each. The holders 
of preference shares shall be entitled out of the net profits 
of each year to a preference dividend at the rate of 10/. per 
cent, per annum on the amounts for the time being paid up 
or deemed to be paid up thereon. After payment of such 
preferential dividend the holders of ordinary shares shall 
be entitled to a like dividend at the rate of 107. per cent, per 
annum on the amount paid or deemed to be paid on such 
ordinary shares. Subject as aforesaid, the preference and 
ordinary shares shall rank equally for dividend": — Held, 
reversing the decision of Chitty J., that the preference share- 
holders were not entitled to a cumulative dividend of 107. per 
cent, so as to have the deficiency in one year paid out of the 
profits of a subsequent year before paying anything to the 
ordinary shareholders. Staples v, Eastman Photoobaphio 
Materials Ck)MPANT. May 13. C. A. (Lindley, Lopes and 
Kay L. JJ.). 

Counsel: Buckley, Q,C,, Levett, Q.C, and Kerly; Latham, 
Q.C, and Oatey ; C, Lyttelton Chuhb, Solicitors: Kerly, 8on& 
Verden ; Young & Sons ; Barraud, Begge & Jupp, H. C. J. 



14. HAILWAY— POOTPATH — Bridge, obligation to construct — 
Bailways Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (c. 20), 9, 46. Where 
the line of a railway crossed a public footpath and the special 
Act contained no provision for a bridge : — Held, that the com- 
pany were not bound under sect. 46 of the Bailways Glauses 
Consolidation Act, 1845, to carry the footpath over the railway 
or the railway over the footpath by means of a bridge. The 
Queen v. Bexlbt Heath Railway Compant. May 6. C. A. 
(Lord Esher M.B., A. L. Smith L.J. and Rigby L. J.). 



Counsel: Farwdl, Q,C., and E, Boyle; Macmorran, Q,C.,asiii 
Holder, Solicitors : Doilman & Pritchard ; Pykc <fc Parrott, for 
J, & J, C. Hayward, Dartford. R L, 



16. 80LIGIT0B — 006T8 — Taxation — Taxation of one of several 
bills — Order of Course, In a case noted ante, p. 34(7), ihe 
solicitor appealed. Before notice of motion to discharge the 
order for taxation was given, the client's solicitor had written 
to the solicitor stating that all the bills except the one in 
question had been approved and paid. The C. A. (Lindley, 
Lopes and Kay L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. In re Wabd. 
May 8. 

Counsel: Cordery ; A. Beddall Solicitors: B, //. Ward; 
G. B, Crook, H. C. J. 



16. 7EHD0B AND PUBOEAflBR—OOHniACT VOB SALS--Pro- 
duction of documents not in the vendor's possession — Conveyancing 
and Law of Property Act, 1881 (c. 41), s, 3, sub-s, 6. Unless the 
contract for sale contains provisions inconsistent with sect. 8, 
sub-sect. 6,'of the Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881, 
the expense of searching for all documents not in the vendor's 
possession and required by the purchaser for the purpose of 
verifying the abstract, not excepting even the deed (e.g. an 
underlease) which is the root of the vendor's title, must bo 
borne by the purchaser. The decision of Stirling J. affirmed. 
In re Stuabt and Olivant and Sbadon's Contbaot« May 5. 
C. A. (Lindley, Lopes and Kay L.JJ.). 

Counsel : Eady, Q, C, and Stewart Smith ; Elgood. Solicitors : 
Lay ton, Sons & Lendon ; G. D. S. Olivant. W. W. K, 
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jKontn 1^ soxjoTFOBa 



WUh ike vtewofinmuring Ae greaieii potiiUe aecuraey and 
npidi^m the v€ui(m$ pMieatiane e(mneeted teUh Ae Law 
imm,ikeamneawiUbeMiged,ifiie SoUdtors to tokan 
ifjptieation ie made &y any Beporter acUng far the Oouncih 
will a$ 900% ae poemble after applieaiiUm fumieh the neeee- 
taryPapere^ together wiA annif informaium in (kdr power ae to 
llie wmee of Aevarioue SoUeiiore engaged in the eaee. At the 
mm time^ the CkmneU thank/uUy aekmwUdge {he aeeietanee 
Aeyhwe abreadg received fromeo many membere of (he Pro- 
fmum in futniahing Ae papen required to prepare accurate 
nporte. 
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COUBT OP APPEAL. 



Becobd of Business. 



OOTTBT Z. 

Fbidat, May 15. 
I* re Hailinge, Ez parte the DM>r, Appeal from Mr. BegiBirar 

Linklater. DismiflBed. 
^^wbcft, 8chle9inger A Co, Y. Harrie & Cohen. Appeal from the Lord 

Chief Justice. DiBmlBsed. 

No. 18.— 1896. 



NeviUe, AbrahatM <fe Co. v. Harris A Cohen. Appeal from the Lord 

Chief jQBtioe. DiBmisBed. 
Bevan y. Oiawitere, Appeal from Day and Wright J J. DiBmiBsed. 

Satubday, May 16. 

London County Council v. Churchioardens, Ac, of the Parieh of 

Lambeth. Appeal from Pollock B. and Wright J. Allowed. 

Monday, May 18. 

Wiaiama and Another v. 8t. Alphonse. Appeal from Kennedy J. 

Allowed. 
Whiteley y. Edwards. Appeal from Kennedy J. Part heard. 

Tuesday, May 19. 

Whitdey Y. Edvoards. Appeal from Kennedy J. DiBmiflBed. 
Peebles Y. OswaldtwisOe Urban District Council. Appeal from 

Kennedy J. DiflmiBBed. 
Salisbury, Jones A Bid%oetl Y. Heindorff A Co. and OOiers. Appeal 

from Day J. DiBmiflBed. 
aConneR Bros. y. /. Feeley, Limited. Appeal from the Lord Chief 

JnBtioe and Wright J. DiBmiflBed; 

Thubsday, May 21. 

Jasep. Owners, Masters and Crew of the City of London Y. Owners of 
Ja§ep and Freight. Appeal from the President. DismiBfled. 

Oibion y. Andrews. Appeal from Day J. DismiBsed. 

2^ re an Arbitration between Guernsey Steam Towing and Trading 
Compamy y. Steam Tug and Trawler^ Mutual Protecting and 
Indemnity Association. Appeal from Kennedy J. Allowed. 



OOTTBT n. 



Thubbday, May 14. 

In re Hardaway and MarshaXCs Contract. Appeal from North J. 

DiBmiflBed. 
Moran Y. P2ao6 (Probate). Appeal from Gkxroll Barnes J. DiBmisBed. 
Carter y. Dove (Probate). Appeal from Mathew J. Part heard. 
I 

Fbiday. May 15. 

Carter Y. Dove (Probate). Appeal from Mathew J. DinniBBed. 
In re House and Invetitment Trust, Limited. Appeal from Bomer J. 
Allowed. 

Monday, May 18. 

Jn re Watkins, F. L. (Lunacy matter). Cur. adv. vutt. 

In re Sharland. Kemp y. Botey. Appeal from North J. Allowed 

on one point ; diflmiflsed on another. 
Rudd Y. James. Appeal from Kekewioh J. Part heard. 

Tuesday, May 19. 

L% re WaVdns, F. L. (Lunacy matter). Application .rofiued. 

In re Kingston Cotton Mill Company. Appeal ttom Vanghan 

WiUiams J. Judgment deliYcred and appeal allowed. 
In re Carew. Carew y. Carew. Appeal from Stirling J. Judgment 

deliYered and appeal dismiflsed. 
Budd Y. James. Appeal from Kekewioh J. Cur. adv. vutt. 



Ko Sitting. 



Wednesday, May 20. 



During the sitting of the OouHs The Weekly Notes wiU be pMished 
on Saturday, asid wffl generaUy comprise Notes of Decisions .up to 
and indudbig those <^ the previous Thursday. AU eases of permanent 
interest noted herein wiU be reported inftdl in The Law Bepobtb. 
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NOTES OF DECISiONa 



^ Tk^e %oiU$ wrt wmOim A far wnmUmod (^ rrfermue^ 
e.g. IT. 3^.(96)60(1). 



1. (XmfAjn'-BSaOLJmOM'^Declarationi^ 
dusive evidence^'^Companies Act, 1862 (c. 89), s. 61. Sect. 51 
of the GoiapAiiieB Act, 1862, which pioYidee ih«t at a meeimg 
of a company the declaration of the chairman that a resolution 
has been carried ''shall be deemed conclnsiye eyidence of the 
fact," does not preclude a member of the company from dis- 
puting the fact by legal proceedings raising the question 
whether the provisions of the Act have been complied with. 
ToTTNO V. South Afbioan and Australian Explosation and 
Dbvelopmbnt Syndicate. May 8. Eekewioh J. 

Counsel Warrington, Q,C., and Lavington; Benshaw, Q.C, 
and T. L. WUkinaon. Solicitors: T. M, Richards; Venning, 
Sons A Co. G. I. F. 0. 



8. fXaOKSY — WmNOrO-HF •— Auditors -^ FaymmU of 
dividends where no profitt-^Chmpanies ( Winding^p) Act, 1890 
(e. 68), s. 10. Where an officer of a company has committed a 
breach of his duty to the company by the direct consequence of 
which its assets have been misapplied* this is a ''misfeasance " 
within the meaning of the Oompanies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, 
s. 10, and the liquidator may proceed against him sununarily 
under this section, and is not obliged to bring an action. An 
auditor is an officer of the company whose duty it is to examine 
the books, ascertain that they are right, and to prepare a 
balanccHsheet shewing the true financial position of the com- 
pany ; a&d if he does not exercise a reasonable amount of care 
and skill he is liable ; but he is not bound to be suspicious if 
there is nothing to arouse suspicion : — Held, therefore, reyeraing 
the decision of Yaughan Williams J., [1896] 1 Ch. 831, that an 
auditor was not liable because he had relied on a statement 
signed by the managing director in the stock journal as to the 
value of the [stock-in-trade at the end of the year, though a 
comparison of the books would have shewn that, having regard 
to the cotton bought during the year and the quantities of 
yam sold during the year the value at the end was so large as 
to excite suspicion and demand inquiry, and such inquiry 
would have led to the discovery that the value was untruly 
given ; for that it being no part of the duty of auditors to take 
stocky there was no want of reasonable care in not making 
such a comparison of the books for the purpose of testing the 
managing director's certificate where there was nothing tocause 
'fiuspidon.. In rt Kingston Cotton Mill Gokpant. May 19. 
C. A. (Lindley, Lopes and Kay L.J J.). 

Ck)unsel: Haldane, Q.C., Bwinfen Eady, Q.C^ and Eve, Q,0.; 
Cozens-Eardy, Q.C., W. D. Rawlins, Q.C., and Marshall Hall 
Solicitors: Cdlyer-Bristow, Russell, HUl & Co.; Rohhins, Billing 
& Co. H. 0. J. 



lutely an aUowance to support his wlfb unless she returns to 
live with him or some of her relations ready and willing to 
take her, is in either cfuse conduct conducing to adultery. 

1st Case. Todd's Divobgk Bill. May 19. H. L. (Loidi 
fiaisbury L.C., and Lords Watison, Herschell, Tavey and 
Bhand). 

Counsel: Grei^. SoBoitors: Edlrhes, OMg A Oretg, for 
Elliott A McNem, Dublin. 

2nd Case. Sootell's Bzvobon Bill. 

Counsel : Indmytysh, Q,0., and Ai W. Scnmuis, Q.O. (Bng^ 
and Irish Bar); Solicitors : Fri&r, Vkwr^ ic AmM, for 
Ri:^iert William Peebles, Dublin ; Rooper ifc Whateiy, for Orawfcri 
db Lockhart, Belfast G. J. W. 



4. BIYOBOS-^PBA€IIGE— X«ave to proceed without making 
a corespondent — Matrimonial Causes Act, 1867 (c. 35), ». 28. 
Application for leave to proceed without making a co-re^n- 
dent. 

It appeared that .the respondent had confessed to adulteiy 
with two men, whose names she mentioned, and one of whom 
she said was the father of her child ; and that the evidence oa 
which the petition^ po^ppsed to rely Wfu mere proof, of this 
confession, of the birth of the child, and of non-access, as he 
alleged that he was unable to prove adultery against either of 
the men named. .... 

Thi Coubt reviewed all the cases and laid down this rule: 
'*When the relief sought i^ainst the respondent is on the 
ground of adultery alleged to have been committed with a man 
whose name and identity are known, Imd who is alive, the 
petitioner must make such person a co-respondent, and that 
the Court ought not to excuse him so doing merely because he 
finds that he cannot obtain evidence which will prove his case 
against the co-respondent.'' Jones v. Jonss. May 16. Goiell 
Barnes J. (with the assent of Jeune Pres.). 

Counsel : Priestley, Solicitors : Field, Roscoe & Co. 

H. D. W. 



3. 1IIV0M»--«OnilOT WgmCDMt TOADHLTSBT. Neither 
a hastily exprecnsed Irish that the wife should go and live 
with her eventual seducer: nor the husband refusing abeo- 



6. DTSUEAHOE, UAXOE^UWR BALYAOE—Uoyd^s foOf^ 
Life salvage paid by a shipowner under the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894 (c. 60), s. 544, is not recoverable upon a Lloyd's 
policy. NouBSN v. LrvraiPooL Sailing Shipownbbs' MimrAi 
Fbotsotion and Indbbcnitt Association. May 14. 0. A 
(Lord Esher M.B., A. L. Smith L.J. and Bigby L J.). 

Counsel: Sir Walter FhiUimore and L. Batten; Josefk 
Walton, Q.C., and Carver. Solicitors: Waltons, Johnson, -BtfW 
<fc Whatton ; Rowdiffes, Raxde & Co. E. L. 



e. LOVDOK, CITY OF— OSADT WTTT— " Grain brought inii 
the port of London for saW — Manufacture of grain into otha 
articles — Metage on Grain {Fort of London) Act, 1872 (c c), ». 4 
Decision of the Court of Appeal, [1896] 2 Q. B. 652, affirmed 
without hearing the respondents' counsel and appeal dismiasej 
with costs. Cotton, App.; Vogan & Co., Bssps. May 19 
H. L. (Lords Herschell, Wdtson, Shand and Davey). 

Counsel : Sir E. Clarke, Q.C., and Danckiverts ; Joseph WdtoR 
O.C, and Albert Gray, Solicitors: U. B, Crawford, CUy'Soti 
citor ; Wansey, Bowen (t Co. 3. M. M. 
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fenon lawfully detained abroad-'Lunacy Act, 1890 (o. 5), 8. 116, 
ih)^ 1, d. (e). The expiession ** lawfully detained as a lunatic 
diofogli not so found by inquisition/' as used in seci 116, 
rib-rtct 1, dauseCe), of the Lunacy Act, 1890 (c. 5), means 
""liwfhHy detained* under the powers of that Act, i.e,, within 
^hrjnriBdietion ; and doernot api^y toitti "RnglishniiHi detained 
is a -foreign country in accordance with the laws of that 
wuntry. In re Watkins. May 19. 0. A. (In Lunacy) 
OMlqr, LopQs and Kigby KJ«L). 
<kmaA: Infie Jijiyee. SoUdtors: IngU, Eolmee A Co. 

W.W. K 

8. mm ngBOUB xms bbgulatiov aot, ists (e. 77), 

I. 85— sUmmABY FBOGESDIVGS — Laying information. An 
information against the owner or agent of a mine for an offence 
which can be prosecuted before a Court of summary jurisdic^ 
tion imder the Metalliferous Mines Begulation Act, 1872, may, 
vhere the inspector of the district has determined upon the 
{meecntion, be laid in his name by an agent employed by him. 
FotrsB, App. ; Ftfe and Akotheb, Besps. May 9. Divisional 
CoQrt(IiOrd Bussell of Eillowen G.J. and Wills J.). 

Counael: Eenry Sutton ; Macashie. Solicitors: The Solicitor 
to (he Treasury ; James Neal. W. A. 



8. tWn^LAW'^^JJABJaAXB--Limitation of tinie for payment 
ofiiH—jJmrisdictian of House of Lords over costs — Costs of appeal 
•» Eimse of Lords— Poor Law (Payment of Debts) Act, 1859 
(c 49}» fi; l,.d. Decision of the Court of Appesl, [1895] 1 Q. B. 
€6% reTersed after consideration with costs here and below, 
on the ground that imtil the Clerk of the Parliaments had 
certified the amount of the taxed costs no ''debt, claim, or 
^anaBd" had been ''incurred or become due** within the Poor 
Law (Payment of Debts) Act, 1859. ffdd fOso that the House 
of Lords has in all cases an inherent jurisdiction to giye the 
€06t8 of an appeal to the House. Guabdianb of Wbst Hah 
VmoSyAFPB.; Chubohwabdkks, &g., of St. Matthew, Bkthnal 
Qua, 'Bssps. May 18. H. L. (Lord Halsbury L.C., and 
lends HerscheU, Macnaghten and Morris). 

Coansel: Lawsou Waltor^ Q.C., and K Morten ; SirE, Clarke, 
Q.C, and Eeven. Solicitors : F. K Eilleary ; B. Voss, Junr. 

J. M M. 



10. mXE-EATB--IA]n)OV COmrrr O&maL—Land held for 
«» of piiWfc Decision of Dirisional Court, reported [1895] 
'^ Q. B. 511, rerersed. Loirooir OotJNTT Counoil v. C^uboh* 
▼UUBS ABP OvsRSXEiis OF Lambsth. May 16. C. A. (Lord 
aher M.K., A. L. Smith L. J. and Bigby L. J.). 

Oonnad; Bosanquet, Q.C., tuad'Avory; Lawson Walton, Q.C, 
»d Lewis Coward. Solicitors: W. A, Blaadand; William 

B. L. 



•IL nWXR — meonOMtrrFoiuer to appoint income to wife—>' 
AfpoMmmi pndudiug future exercin ofpowpr. The decision of 
. Milling l^^onU p. 19 (7)^ affirmed. In re Havooox. MAiiOOUi v. 
•*A»ooaK.. «a#4: 0. A. (Lilidley, Lopes and Kay L. JJ,). 

CAjbM: Farwell, Q.C., BXid Austen-Cart mell ; lienshatv, Q.C, 



and Ingle Joyce ; C E^ K Jenkins, Solicitors : «r. Bogers ; 
Bowdiffes, Bawle A Co. ; H. P. Spottiswoode. Vi. W.'K. 



12. POWEB OF JOmrVBUrG— €OH8TXUOnOV. A testator 
by his will empowered every male person thereby made tenant 
Tor life to appoint by deed or will to any woman whom he 
might marry or haye married, for her life or any less period, a 
yearly rentnsharge not exceeding a giyen amoimt, and declared 
that "the said power of jointuring" might be exercised as 
often- as any person for the time being entitled to exercise the 
same should marry. This power was copied verbatim from 
the precedent in Davidson's Conveyancing, voL 8, Pt. IL, 
3rd ed., p. 1054, except that the words "by way of jointure" 
were omitted after " rent-charge " :—Eeld, that the power did 
not authorize a tenant for life to appoint a rent-charge to his 
wife to be paid during his life. In re Be Hoqhton. Dk 
HooHTON V. Db Hoqhton. May 16. Stirling J. 

Counsel: Eastings, Q.C, and Ingle Joyce; Buckley, Q,C., and 
Bowden; T. T. Methold. Solicitors: Bowdiffes, Bawle <t Co,; 
Park Nelson <fc Co. H. B. H. 



13. nAOXEGX— AFFSAL XROM OBAMBBBB — Leai^ to revoke 
submission to arbitration^^Matters of praetios and procedure — 
Judicature Act, 1894 (e. 16), s. 1, stib-s, 4. An appeal from a 
judge at chambers giving leave to revoke a submission to arbi- 
tration lies to the Court of Appeal and not to a Divisional Court. 
In re An Abbitbation betwben the Pobtland Ubban Dis- 
tbiot Council and Tilley & Co. May 18. Divisional Court 
(Pollock B. and Bruce J.). 

Counsel: Arthur Powell ; J. A. Foote., Solicitors: Eerbert 
Ihomer ; Lovell, Son <fc Pitfidd, for Bowen A Symes, Weymouth. 

A. P. P. K. 



14. PBOBATS— CAVXAT— P^o6a^« action-^" Proceeding insti- 
tuted " by married woman — Costs out of property subject to 
restraint on anticipation — Married Women*s Property Act, 1808 
(c. 68), 8. 2. An executor's probate action arising out of a 
caveat entered by Mrs. P., a married woman who wail made a 
defendant to the action, resulted in a verdict for the plaintiif 
with costs against Mrs. P. Upon an application by the plain- 
tiff under the Married Women's Property Act, 1898, s. 2, fo't 
an order for payment of the costs out of separate property to 
which Mrs. P. was entitled subject to a restraint on anticipa- 
tion:— iTeU, by the Court of Appeal, afiftrming the decision of 
Gorell Barnes J., that the proceedings in the probate action 
were " instituted " within the meaning of the Act of 1898 by the 
issue of the writ by the plaintiff in the action, and not by the 
entering of the caveat and appearance to the warning on the 
part of Mrs. P. which led to the action ; and accordingly that 
the order asked for could not be made. Mobah v, Plaob. 
May 14. C. A. (Lindley, Lopes and Kay L.JJ.). 

Counsel: Warrington, Q.C, and C. T. Giles; Bayford, Q.C, 
and Grasebrook, Solicitors: J* C» Summerhayes; Stibbard, 
Gibson dfc Co. W. W. K. 



16. EAILWAY CNIMPAVT—OOKPIIIJOBY TAXIVO OT lATO^ 

Payment of xyurchase-money into and out of Court — Costs — Lands 
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Clawes Congolidatum Act, 1845 (c. 18), 8, 83. Leaseholds which 
stood limited by will to one for life and subject thereto to a class 
of children and grandchildren of the testator living at the death 
of his widow were compnlsorilj taken by a railway company 
and the pnrchase-money paid into Court. On the death of the 
tenant for life the fund was ordered to be distributed. At that 
time alt the original legatees were dead : — Held, that the com- 
pany were liable to pay the costs of taking out administration 
to the estates of the deceased beneficiaries. In re Lloyd akd 
North Londok Bailway Company. May 19. Stirling J. 

Ex parte Kelly, 31 L. B. Ir. 137, and Ex parte Borke, [1894] 
1 Ir. B. 146, foUowed. 

Counsel: Hastings, Q.C., and B. F. Norton; Sheldon. Soli- 
citors : Burchell & Co. ; Sanderson, Holland & Co. G. A. S. 



16. BEVBVir£ — IVOOXE ThX—Dedwstwns-'Colliery^Svb' 
scriptions to coal owners^ association — Money wholly laid out 
for purposes of trade— Income Tax Act, 1842 (c. 35), s. 100, Sche- 
dule (D), Bules applying to First and Second Cases, rule 1. The 
owners of a colliery were subscribers to a coal owners' associa- 
tion which indemnified its subscribers against losses occasioned 
by strikes. In returning the profits of the colliery for income 
tax purposes they claimed to deduct the yearly average excess 
of their contributions over the amounts received by them as 
indenmities : — Held, that the money sought to be deducted was 
not money wholly and exclusively laid out for the purposes of 
trade, and therefore the deduction could not be allowed. 
Bhyiinky Ibon Company v. Fowlbb. May 13. Divisional 
Court (Pollock B. and Bruce J.). 

Counsel: Asquith, Q.C., and Muir Mackenzie; Sir B. E. 
Webster, A.-G., and Danckwerts. Solicitors : H. Ferry Becker, 
for Simon & Sons, Pontypridd ; The Solicitor of Inland Bevenue. 

P.B.H. 



Othsbs. May 15. H. L. (Lordl Halsbury L.C., and Lords 
Watson, Herschell, Shand and Davey). 

Counsel: Balfour, Q.C., David Dundas, and John Craigie) 
The Lord Advocate (X Graham Murray, Q.C.), and J. B. N. 
Macphail ; B. L. Blackbum (all of the Scottish Bar). Solidtozs : 
Bobins, Hay, Waters & Lucas, for J. C. Couper, W.S., Edinburgh; 
Gadsden A Treheme, for Mackenzie & Black, W.S., Edinburgh; 
Currey, Holland <fc Co. G. J. W. 

19. WnJr— OOHiraiUCnOH— Gfi/< qf house andfumitureto A, 
—Fower to B. to take from furniture everything he might desiife— 
Equitable interest in land— Equitable charge— Locke Kin^s M 
Amendment Act, 1877 (c. 35). A power given by will to A B. to 
take everything that he may desire from the furniture (ju't? 
choisera tout ce qu'U voudra des meuUes), except certain artides, at 
a house bequeathed with the furniture therein to X. T., entitles 
A. B. to take if he likes the whole of such furniture other 
than the excepted articles. The decision of North J. afifirmed. 

If land is made a security for a debt by any instrument 
which gives the person entitled to the charge an equitable 
interest in the land, the instrument is an equitable charge 
within the meaning of Locke King's Act Amendment Act, 1877. 
The decision of North J. reversed. In re Shabland. Eemp v. 
BozBY. May 18. C. A. (Lindley, Lope« and Bigby L,JJO. 

Kennedy v. Kennedy, 10 Hare, 438, distinguished; Arthur v. 
Mackinnon, 11 Ch. D. 385, approved. 

Counsel: Costdloe; Vernon Smith, Q.C. and Bardswdl; 

Tanner. Solicitors : A. HerbeUt ; Letts Brothers. 

W.W.K. 



17. BconiiE LAW— TBffnve olavsb nr xabbiaox ;oov- 

TRAOT. A declaration in the testing clause to a marriage con-* 
tract is ineffectual to qualify what is contained in the body of 
the deed; therefore it is not gross carelessness on law agents 
advising in a question of compromise not to notice such a 
declaration. Interlocutor, dated the 27th of November, 1895, 
.of the Second Division of the Court of Session reversed, with 
costs. Blaib and Othebs, Apps. ; Assets Company, Bbbps. 
May 15. H. L. (Lord Halsbury L.C., and Lords' Watson, 
Herschell, Shand and Davey). 

Counsel: The Lord Advocate (A. Graham Murray, Q.C), Ure, 
J. Wilson (the above of the Scottish Bar), and A. W. Watson ; 
Balfour, Q.C, Cozen^Hardy, Q.C, and Charles D. Murray (the 
first and last of the Scottish Bar). Solicitors: Faithfull A 
Owen, for Davidson dt Syme, W.S., Edinburgh ; William Bobert- 
son & Co., for J. Smith Clerk, S.S.C, Edinburgh. G. J. W. 



18. iUOOBSSIOV— TRUST DIIP08mOV—"J5retV5/ema?e.'' Pro- 
ceeds of trust funds were directed to be paid to the ''heirs- 
female of the body, &c." The House, reversing the decision of 
the Second Division of the Court of Session, 22 Bettie, 839 : — 
Held, that these words were to be construed literally, and that 
heirs-female took as heirs portioners. Mackbnzie and Others 
V, Countess or Cromabtie and Fuke of I^i.vonshire and 



20. Wnir— OOOTTBUCnOK— " Legal disahHity." A testator, 
after giving the income of his residuary estate to his wife for 
life, subject thereto gave a moiety of such estate to his son; 
but in case of the son being at the death of the survivor of 
the. testator and his wife ''under any legal disability in con- 
sequence whereof he would be hindered in or prevented from 
taking the same for his own personal and exclusive benefit, 
then the testator gave it to the son's widow or wife and 
children. During the life of the testator's widow the son 
made several mortgages of his interest under the will ; and in 
an action for admimsteriDg the trusts of the father's will t&e 
son, who was an executor, was found liable for breach of trust (o 
a considerable amount, which he was ordered to pay, and it 
was declared that, subject to any claim of his wife and diildren, 
his share (if any) under the will was liable to make good the 
sum found due from him. When the testator's widow was in 
extremis a receiving order and an acUndication in bankruptcy 
were made against the son on his own application, but were 
annulled shortly after her death on the ground that they 
ought not to have been made :—IUld, afitening the decision of 
Stirling J., ante p. 6; [1896] 1 Ch. 627, that the son was not 
at the death of his mother under such legal disability as was 
contemphited by the testator, and that the gift to his wife and 
children did not take effect. In re Cabkw. Casew v. Cabxw. 
May 19. C. A. (Lindley, Lopes and £ay L. JJ.). 

Coxmsel: GrosvenorWoods, Q.C, taidFhillpotts; Hastings, Q.C,, 
and W. D. Bawlins, Q.C ; Bibton ; BovUl ; Fellows ; Fooks ; Elgood^ 
Solicitors: Busk <fe MeUor; E. Vemor MUes; Bye <fc Eyre; 
E. H. Goddard; Mear <fe Fowler; Elgood <fc Moyle; Bouthf 
Storey & Castle. H. 0. J. 
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NOTICE TO BOUCITOBS. 



WUh ike view ofinmmng ike greatesl pouible aecuraoy and 
rapdi^ in the varioue yMiectiiioHe eonneeted with Ae La.w 
BsKHTTS, Ae OmneU mil be Mi^ if ike SoUeUon to whom 
appUeaiion is made hy anjf Beporter acting far the ChuneUj 
fM ai eoon ae poeeible after appKeation fttmieh the neeee- 
mnfFapere^ together wUh anjf in/ormalion in their power ae to 
ikenameeof the varionaScUcitore engaged in the case. At the 
wme thne^ tie CouneU ihankfuUy acknowledge the aeeietanee 
ikeif haiee already received from eo many menAere of the Pro- 
femon in fumiehing the papere regnired to prepare acenrate 
reporte. 



TABLE OF CASES. 



Bathbok v. Uob£ON Stirling J. 

Cook «l Haivswobth Viv, Ct, 

Dbbtbhibe Coithtt Gotjncil V, Ma YOB, Ao., or Dbbbt Div. CL 
HiBunsH AND Allsoff's Gontbact, Inre , • North J, 
Jasgib v. Jagokb . . . Jeune Pre8. and O. Barnes J. 
KxBBj V. NoBTH Bbitibh AND Mbboantilx Inbubakob Gompant 

a A. 

Bie. r. Ebdheih C, C. B. 
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COUBT OP APPEAL. 



Bboobd of Busnrass. 



COURT I. 

Tuesday, June 2. 

0, Kirhy v. North Brituh and Mercantile Inntranee Company, Lin^ited. 

Appeal from the Lord Obief Justice and Wright J. Dismissed. 
A. E. Palmer and Another Y. A, Smith. Appeal from Kennedy J. 

Dismissed. 
Wddon T. MatihevBS. Appeal from Gaye J. Part heard. 

Wbdnesdat, Jnne 8. 

Edxarde y. Fox A Son, Application for judgment or new trial 
Allowed. 

PtipA Y. London^ Brighton aitd South Coatt BaUway Company. Appli- 
cation for judgment or new trial Dismissed. 

Thubsdat, June 4. 

Stamp Y. WHliami and Another. KeUy Y. WiUiamt and Another, 
Application for judgment or new trial. Cur, adv. vult. 



OOTTBT IL 



TUBBDAT, June 2. 
FenUm y. BolU. Appeal from Eekewich J. Cur, adv, vult. 
No. 19.— 1896. 



Wkdnbsdat, June 3. 

Fenton y. Bolle. Appeal from Kekewich J. Allowed. 

Jm re Intemaiional Commercial Company. Appeal from Bomer J. 

To stand oYer for two months. 
PaUreon y. Oae Light and Colce Company. Appeal from Kekewioh J* 

Judgment reserYod. 
National Insurance and Ouarantee Corporation y. Invicta Worhe, 

Part heard. 



During the Ming o/tUOourUTHM'WMMKLTlilKyrmtyMlmpsail^^ 
on Batorday, and wiU genoraUy oompriee Notes of Deotaione up to 
and in d ud A ng (hose of the previous Thursday. AU eases o/permanent 
interest noted herein wU he reported in ML in Thb Law Bkfobtb. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



Them neUs are numbered for eonvenknee of rrforenee^ 
e.g. W. N, (96) 63 (1). 



L CRT¥TlfATi LAW — JSVIDJUIGE — ExamintUion of bankrupt — 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (c. 52), s. 17. Sect. 17 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883, pzoYides for the public examination of a 
debtor against whom a receiYing order is made, and (sub-sect 8) 
*' the debtor shall be examined upon oath, and it shall be his 
duty to answer all such questions as the Court may put .or 
allow to be put to him : such notes of the examination as the 
Oourt thinks proper shall be taken down in writing, and shall 
be read OYor to and signed by the debtor, and may thereafter 
be used in CYidenoe against him.'' Upon the trial of an indict- 
ment changing a debtor with misdemeanours under the Debtors 
Act, 1869, a shorthand writer was called by the prosecution to 
IiroYC by parol CYidence that the defendant in the course of his 
public examination had made certain admissions tending to 
establish the charges against him. 1%e shorthand writer had 
during such examination taken down the defendant's answers in 
shorthand, and had made a transcript, but such transcript was 
not read OYcr to or signed by the defendant, and the examination 
had been adjourned sine die : — Held, that the shorthand writer's 
OYidence was properly admitted. Beg. v, Ebdhkdc. June 2. 
0. 0. B. (Lord Bussell of EiUowen G.J., Pollock B., Hawkins, 
Gave and Wills JJ.). 

Gounsel: G. Mellor; Sir B. Finlay, S.-G,: O, J. Banks and 
A. W, Bairstow. Solicitors: E, F, S, Pearson^ Leeds; Solicitor 
to the Treasury. W. A. 



2. DIYOBOE — 8KPASATI0V OSOEB] — Summary Jurisdiction 
(Married Women) Act, 1895 (c. 39), s. 4. On an appeal by a 
husband against an order of justices made under this section, 
it appeared that no notes of the OYidence or of the reasons for 
the decision could be produced. 

The Goubt said that this omission was most incouYenient 
and unsatisfactory, and led to serious and unnecessary expense, 
and that they hoped that in future notes of the OYidence and 
of the reasons for decisions under the Act would be sent to 
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them. Jaooeb v, Jaqgeb. June 2. Jeune Pres. and Gorell 
Barnes J. 

Counsel: Bargrave Deane and Priestley, Solicitors: E, F. 
Fox, for E. Lodge, Wakefield; 8. F, Taylor, for J. B. Cooke, 
Wakefield. H. D. W. 



3. LOCAL GOYERVKENT— LOCAL AVTROBSIY — Bye-Iaws— 
Validity — Erection of new buildings. The appellant was con- 
Yicted nnder a bye-law, made nnder a local Act of Parliament 
by the council of the city of Leeds, by which any person erect- 
ing any new building without giving twenty-one days* notice 
in writing of his intention to the corporation, or without 
having the plans approved of by the corporation, or in anywise 
contrary to plans and sections which had been approved by the 
corporation, was made liable to a penalty. It was not shewn 
whether or not the buildings erected by the appellant complied 
with the Leeds Lnprovement Acts. One of those Acts gave a 
right of appeal to quarter sessions from the determination of 
the corporation: — Edd, that the bye-law was reasonable and 
valid, and the appellant was rightly convicted. Cook v. 
Hainswobth. May 19. Divisional Court (Lord Bussell of 
Eillowen C.J. and Wills J.). 

Counsel: Lawson Walton, Q.O., and Bairstow; Forbes, Q.C., 
and Sir George Morrison, Solicitors : Torr & Co., for Middleton 
<fc Sons, Leeds ; Patersons, Snoto, Bloxam A Kinder^ for Harrison, 
Town Clerk, Leeda P. B. H. 



4. XAEBIBD WOKAK-^TBTTflTBE—iSa^e o/reai estate held on 
trust for sale — Conveyance to purchaser — Concurrence qf husband — 
Married Women's Property Act, 1882 (c. 76), ss. 1, 18, 21 Not- 
withstanding the provisions of the Married Women's Property 
Act, 1882, real estate vested in trustees (one of whom is a 
woman married since the commencement of the Act) on trust 
for sale cannot be effectually conveyed to a purchaser without 
the concurrence of the husband of the married woman. In re 
Habkkbss and Allsopp's Contsaot. June 2. North J. 

Counsel: Stvinfen Eady, Q.C, and Peterson ; Brinton. Soli- 
citors: Oeare, Son & Pta^e; Indermaur <fe Broum, W. L. C. 



6. XATOB'S OOUBT — FBACnCE— ^;>p0aZ to High Court- 
Extension of time. Order lix., r. 16, does not give any juris- 
diction to extend the time within which notice of appeal niay 
be given under sect. 8 of the Mayor's Court of London Pro- 
cedure Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Yici o. dvii.). Eibbt v. Nobth 
British A2a> Mbboantilb Ikstteancb CoMFAHT. June 2. G.A. 
(Lord Esher M.B., Eay L. J. and A. L. Smith L. J.). 

Counsel: J, W. Moyses; Boskilh Solicitors: A. H. Datib$; 
Bircham & Co. K L 



6. KOBTGAOE — PBIOBITT — Begistration — Yorkshire Begit- 
tries Act, 1884 (c 54), ss. 7, 14. Sect. 7 of the Yorkshire 
Begistries Act, 1884, applies to an equitable mortgage by 
deposit of deeds, whether accompanied by a memorandum or 
not, and deprives such equitable mortgage of priority over any 
registered assurance for valuable consideration, unless a memo- 
randum thereof, signed by the person to be charged, has beea 
registered in accordance with the Act. The expression " actual 
fraud" in sect. 14 means fraud carrying with it grave mozal 
blame as distinguished from "legal" or *' constructive" fcaad* 
Battison v. Hobson. May 21. Stirling J. 

Counsel: J, B, Boberts; Addison McLeod; Hastings, Q,C., and 
Adams ; Younger ; B, Hughes. Solicitors : Jaques & Co., for J* 
G. Jones, Bangor; Wilde, Moore & Wigston ; Bell, Brodrick <fe 
Gray; Warren, Murton <fe Miller, for Tyas <fc Son, Bamsley; 
StuaH A Tull, for T. E. Jones, Manchester. H. B. H. 



7. PBACnCE-'IHTBBBOaATOBIES — Action for penalties- 
Criminal cause or matter — Bivers PoUution Prevention Act, 1876 
(c. 75), ss. 8, 10. Proceedings in the county court under sect 10 
of the Bivers Pollution Prevention Act, 1876, to obtain an 
order requiring a person to abstain from the commission of an 
offence against the Act are not of a penal or criminal nature, 
and therefore the complainant may interrogate the person pro- 
ceeded against Debbtshibb County Council v. Matob, &c., 
OF Dbbby. May 14, 15. Divisional Court (Grantham and 
Collins J J.). 

Counsel: W. Graham; Stanger, Q.C., and Carver. Soli- 
citors: Satchdl <fc Chappie, for Gadsby, Derby; Wynne, Eolmt 
A Wynne, for Hughes Hallett, Derby. W. A 



Digitized by 



Google 



June 13, 1896.] 



THE WEEKLY NOTES. 



65 



JSOnOE TO BOIJCITOBa 



WUk ike view ofinmring (he greatest pouSbU accurctcy and 
rapidik/ in the variaua publieationg connected with the Law 
Bkfobts, ike OouncU wiU he obliged^ if the 8oiiciiar» to whom 
afpUcaUon i$ made hy any B^xnrter acting for the Council, 
M as 9oon a$ poemble after appUcation fvmieh {he necee- 
tart/Papers^ together wi& any information in (heir power as to 
ik name* of the various ScUdtors engaged in the case. At the 
satne Hme^ the Council tkankfuUy acknowledge the assistance 
(key laoe already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in furnishing the papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 

TABLE OF CASES. 



PAOK 

Hamxsbsmith (Vbbtbt op) v. Lowjcnpkld . . Div, Ct. 66 

^UcfiCTF, In re. Macduff y. Macduff . . • . 0. ^. 66 

Patebsoh 9. Gas IjIQht and Coke Ck)MPANT • . . CL ^. 66 

Stokell «L HfTWCX>D KehewichJ. 65 

Thohsot t. Thomson C. -4. 66 

Vatkiss 1?. Watkins OL -4. 66 

WeedkOjIiiw North J. 66 

Wmiiur r. Bailey WilUJ. 66 



COURT OF APPEAL. 



Becobd of Bubiness. 



COURT 1. 

Fbiday, June 5. 

^Suman t. Ehrmann Brw. Application for judgment or new trial 

Diamiaaed. 
^JKi y. Johnwn. Application for judgment or new triaL DismiBsed. 
Siedman v. Baktr, Co. and Another, Application for judgment or new 

tiiaL DismiBfled. 

Monday, June 8. 

^ Queen y. London and North We$tem and Great Western Railway 

Cmpanieg, Appeal from the Lord Chief Justice and Wright J. 

Withdrawn. 
forreii v. Punchard, MeTaggart, Lowther & Co, Appeal from 

CollinaJ. Varied. 
h re MitdtelL Appeal from Pollock B. and Bruce J. Dismissed. 
^ re ForOand Urban District Council and T, TiUey A Sons, Appeal 

from Caye J. Dismissed. 
National Provincitd Batik of England^ Limited y. Buffen, Appeal 

from Day J. Dismissed. 
^»nea y. Berry, Appeal from the Lord Chief Justice and Wright J. 

Part heard. 

Tuesday, June 9. 

h^ Robert Burnett v. Charles Berry, Appeal fifom the Lord 

Chief Justice and Wright J. Dismissed. 
»<itihew8 V. Brady. Application for judgment or new trial. Dis- 

misBed. 

No. 20.— 1896. 



Wednesday, June 10. 
Oarew and Olhers y. Camoys. Appeal from Day J. Cur, adv, vult. 
Brown v. Binns. Appeal from Collins J. Dismissed. 
Wombwell y. Seott, Appeal from Collins J. Dismissed. 

Thubsday, June 11. 
Bates y. Donaldson. Appeal from Mathew J. Cur, adv, wit. 
In re Henshall Fereday, Ac, Ex parte Incorporated Law Society, 

Appeal from Day and Wright JJ. Dismissed. 
In re Same. Appeal from Day and Wright JJ. Struck out. 



COURT 11. 



Thubsday, June 4. 
National Insurance and Guarantee Corporations, Limited y. Invicta 

Works. Appeal from Romer J. Dismissed. 
In re Macduff. Macduff y. Macduff, Appeal from Stirling J. Part 
heard. 

Fbiday, June 5. 

In re Macduff, Macduff y. Macduff. Appeal from Stirling J. Dis- 
missed. 

McKeovm y. Boudard PeverU Gear Company. Appeal from Bomer J. 
Part heard. 

Satubday, June 6. 

McKeown y. Boudard PeverU Gear Company, Appeal from Bomer J. 

Dismissed. 
In re Veuve Mounter et ses Fils, Limited, Appeal from Yaughan 

Williams J. Part heard. 

Monday, Juno 8. 
In re Veuve Monnier el ses FUs, Limited, Appeal from Yaughan 
Williams J. Judgment reseryed till next day. 

Tobbday, June 9. 
Paterson y. Gas Light oncZ Coke Company. Appeal from Kekewioh J. 

Judgment deliyered and appeal allowed. 
In re Veuve Monnier et ses FUm^ Limited. Appeal from Yaughan 

Williams J. Judgment deliyered and appeal dismissed. • 
Fawcett y, Homan and Bodgers, Appeal from Bomer J. Part heard. 

Wednbsday, June 10. 

Lancashire Explosives Company y. Boburite Explosives Company, To 
stand over till Monday. 

Thomson v. Thomson (Divorce). Appeal from the President. Dis- 
missed. 

Broumfield y. Shelton Iron, Steel and Coal Company. Order taken by 
arrangement 

Fawcett y, ^oman and Bodgers, Appeal from Bomer J. Part heard. 



During the siUing of the CourU Thb Weekly Notes wOl be pMished 
on Saturday, and wHl generally comprise Notes of Deoistans up to 
and including those of the previous Thursday. AU cases of permanent 
interest noted herein vfill be reported in full in The Law Bepobtb. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These notes are numbered for (xnmmhIsmm of rrfereucs^ 
e.g. W, N. (96) 65 (1). 



1. ACCD)£NT POLICY — CONTBAGT — Cmitinuing contract — 
Renewal. An " accident " policy creates, not a continuing con- 
tract commencing from the time it is first taken out, but 
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merely a contract for the particular year for which the pre- 
mium is paid, it being in reality a new contract for that year. 
Stokkll v. Hetwood. Kekewich J. June 9. 

Counsel: Bramwdl Davis, Q.C., and E, Beaumont ; Warring- 
ton, Q. C, and Tarhorough Anderson, Solicitors : Bell, Brodrick 
& Oray^ for Harrison & Barker, West Hartlepool ; Grossman & 
Pritchard, for J7. W, Bell, West Hartlepool. G. I. F. 0. 



2. DIVOECK— DIVOECED WI7E — Maintenance after divorce — 
Alienation — Divorce Act, 1857 (c. 85), s, dS^— Divorce Act Amend- 
ment Act, 1866 (c. 32), «. 1—Bules of December 26, 1865, rr. 95 
to 103. Sums of money ordered under sect. 1 of the Divorce 
Act Amendment Act, 1866, to be paid by a husband for the 
maintenance of his divorced wife, are a purely personal allow- 
ance, and, so long as the order subsists, can neither be alienated 
nor released. The decision of the President affirmed. Wateins 
I'. Watkins. June 6. 0. A. (Lindley, Lopes and Kay L.JJ). 

Counsel: Bargrave Deane; Barnard; Kilburn. Solicitors 
E, f7. Moeran ; Meredith, Boherts & Mills, for Sibly & Dickinson, 
Bristol; Bowcliffes, Bawle ct Co. W. W. K. 



3. BIVOBGE— VABIATION Olf SETTLEXESTB— Application by 
executors. A husband obtained a decree absolute for divorce, 
and there were no children of the marriage. Contemporaneously 
with the decree nisi an arrangement was come to that a 
marriage settlement of the husband's property should be 
varied in a certain way, and this arrangement was provisionally 
approved by the Court, but was not binding on the wife because 
she was restrained from anticipation. Shortly after the decree 
had been made absolute the husband presented a petition 
to have the settlement varied as arranged ; but before anything 
further had been done he died: — Held, affirming the decision 
of the President, that his personal representative could not 
obtain a variation of the settlement. Thomson v. Thomson. 
June 10. C. A. (Lindley, Lopes and Bigby L.JJ.). 

Counsel: Bayford, Q-C, and Bargrave Deane; Inderwick, 
Q.C», and Priestley. Solicitors : Bowcliffes, Bawle & Co, ; SecUon 
& Taylor. H. C. J. 



4. OAS — AT^TMgAiML OF GAS BATES — Company — Beceiver and 
manager — Be/usal to supply receiver untU arrears due from com- 
pany paid — Gas Works Clauses Act (1847) Amendment Act, 
1871 (c 41), s. 11— Gas Light and Coke Company Act, 1872 
(c. xxiii.), s. 18. Marriage, Neave & Co., Limited, were supplied 
with gas by the Oas Light and Coke Company. In 1896 
receivers and managers of the property and business of 
Marriage, Neave & Co. were appointed in a debenture-holders' 
action. At this time Marriage, Neave & Co. owed to the gas 
company 90/. 14=9. 6d. for gas supplied up to December, 1895 ; 
and the gas company had gone on supplying gas to the pre- 
mises since the receivers and managers had carried on the 
business : — Held, reversing the decision of Kekewich J., that 
the receivers and managers were not " new occupiers " entitled 
to demand a supply of gas without paying arrears due fiom 
Marriage, Neave & Co., and that the gas company were entitled 
to discontinue the supply of gas imless those arrears were paid. 
Patebson v. Gas Light and Coke Company. June 9. C. A. 
(Lindley, Lopes and Kigby L.JJ.). 



Counsel: Warrington, Q.C, a,nd Danckwerts ; Benshaw, Q.C., 
and A, B. Kirby. Solicitors: Bedford, Monier-Williams & 
Bobinson ; Grundy, Kershaw, Saxon, Sampson & Co, 

H. C. J. 



6. HEBIOT — HEBIOT SEBVIGE — Copyhold — Evidence. A 
right to take a heriot as due by heriot service may exist as 
well in the case of copyhold as in that of freehold tenements of 
a manor. SemUe, on a question of the right of the lord to take 
a heriot as due by heriot service presentments of the homage, 
appearing on the court rolls, are not evidence, inasmuch as 
they relate to a matter of private right in which the other 
tenants of the manor are not interested. Wbstebn r. Bailit. 
June 6. Wills J. 

Counsel : Bosanquet, Q.C, and A. Lyttelton ; Elton, Q.C, and 
Earle. Solicitors : Western & Sons ; Baileys, Shaw & GiUetL 

J. F. 0. 



6. LIMITATIOK OF AGTIOKS— ACTION TO BEOOYEB COSTS 0? 
OBTAIKIHO AMD SHFOBCIKO HTTIBAirCE OBDEB— 11 & 12 Vict, 
c. 43, s. ll-^Public Health (^London) Act, 1891 (c. 76), s, 11. The 
limitation of the time within which complaints or informations 
may be laid before justices imposed by 11 & 12 Vict. c. 43, s. 11, 
applies to actions brought under the Public Health (London) 
Act, 1891, s. 11, to recover costs and expenses incurred in and 
about obtaining and enforcing a nuisance order ; so that such 
actions must be commenced within six months from the time 
when the costs and expenses were incurred. Yestrt of 
Hammersmith v, Lowenfeld. June 8. Divisional Court 
(Cave and Wills JJ.) 

Counsel: Macmorran, Q.C; Hawtin, Solicitors: Watson, 
Sons & Boom ; A. Arnold Hannay. W. A. 



7. WILL — COHSTWrcnON — -FaZsa demonstratio. Beiuest 
of all a testatrix's shares in a railway company, in which 
the testatrix never had any shares : — Held, to x>ass debenture 
stock of that company. In re Wekdino. June 6. North J. 

Counsel : J. F. Popham ; C. E. E, Jenkins ; BardsivelL Soli- 
citors: Woodcock, Byland <k Parker ; Percy F. Higginson ; Snow, 
Snow & Fox. W. L. C. 



8. WILL— CHAEITABLE BEQUSST — Blank space in will-- 
" Charitable or philanthropic'' purpose. A testator bequeathed 
money **for some one or more purposes charitable, philan- 
thropic, or ." And he indicated persons by whom the 

precise purpose or purposes were to be named : — Held, afl&rming 
the decision of Stirling J., ante p. 28, that the gift was not 
made invalid by the blank, for that it must be treated as a 
gift for "purposes charitable or philanthropic," but that as 
such it was bad, because the word " philanthropic " included 
objects which the Court did not recognise as charitable. In re 
Maodutp. Maodupp v. Maodupp. June 5. C. A. (Lindley, 
Lopes and Rigby L. JJ.). 

Counsel: Sir B. Webster, A.-G., and Ingle Joyce; Hadley; 
Whit worth. Solicitors : Hare & Co, ; Thom^is Webster. 

H. C. J. 
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NOTICE TO BOIJOITOBa 



With the view of insuring the greatest possible accuracy and 
m^dity in the various publications connected toith the Law 
BxPORTS, the Council will be obliged^ if the Solieitors to whoni 
4i,ppUcation 10 fkade by any Reporter acting for the Council^ 
wiU as soon as possible after applicaiion furnish the neces^ 
sary Papers^ togMer with any information in their power as to 
the ntmes of the various Solicitors engaged in the case. At the 
same time, the Council thankfully achnotioledge the assistance 
ihey hace already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in furnishing the papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. - \ ;-..,. ^ '^ 



TABLE OF CASES. 



Oabteb AIR) 0THBB8 V. BrosT A Oo. • • • Div. Cd. 
jAcxm 9, Baistfobd Q014.ISBT GovPAKT. , •. .. ChittyJ' 
MmmiMny (Countt Ck)UNpL of) v. ^esshiest Comxzttke of 

St. Gbobgb's Union Div.Ct. 

Bal v. Countt Cottnoil of Wnbt Bmura of Yobkshibb 

Div.CL 
Bichnohd Hill Stbahship Cohpant v. Cobpobation of the 

Tbinitt HoxTn « • • • • • , O.A. 

Skihnib, .fii re ••••••• North J, 

Smstr V, Gill ••••••• Div. CI. 



fA»» 



OOURT OP APPEAL. 



Beoobd of BusmsB. 



OOURT L 

Fbidat, June 12. 

In n AMison. Appeal Cram Mr. Begistrar Giffard. Dismissed. 
Vsmnoh House ABtodation en BaHway and Canal Traffic for the 

United Kingdom Y. London €md North Western BaUway Company. 

Appeal' fiom t>>llin8 J., Sir F. Peel ami Tisionnt Ck)bbaiu. 
> DisQiHed. 

Monday, Juno 15. 

£ Carter t. W. Bigby A Co. Appeal from the Lord Chief Jnstioe and 

n i WfigktJ. nismiiiid, > 
' Voiter. v. Fdbris. Appeal from Kennedy ^. Dismissed, 
\ James T. Cochrane. Appeal from Kennedy J. Dismissed. 

TuBDAT, June 16. 

Baring y. Botdyn. Appeal from Collins J. Dismissed. 

Bi^wmd Hill Steamship Company v. Corporation of the Trinity 

Houie. Appeal from the Lord Chief Jnstice. Dismissed. 
SaJbot and Another y. Boardman d* Co. Appeal from Lawrance J. 

Part heard. 

Wkdnbsdat, June 17. 



Balbot and Another y. Boardman d Co. 
Dismissed. 

No. 2L— 1896. 



Appeal from Lawrance J. 



Tbubsdat, Jane 18. 

Bingley y. Yorkshire Banking Company, Limited. 
Lawranoe J. Dismissed. 



' Appeal from 



OOURT IL r : . 

Thubsdat, June 11. 

Fawcett y. Homan and,Bodger$. Ajipeal from Bomer J. Cur., ads* 

wdt. 
In re Trade Mark No. 58,405. Appeal from Eekewich f. . Part 

heard. 

Fbidat, June 12. 

In re Trade Mark No.: 58^405. Appeal liom refusal •£ SiAsmisk J. to 
expunge the trade-mark ^* Boyril.'' Dismissed.. ' 

Budd y. Jame$. Appeal from Kekewich J. Judgment reseryed. 

Metropolitan BaUioay Company y. Great Western Bailway Company 
Appeal &om Chitty J. Part heard. 

Satubdat, June 13. 

Md^poUtoM JfaUwiy ^(JowfCHptfv^. Great Western Baibsay Compstnyi 
Appeal firom Chitty J.. Partlsi^ard. • ,. 

MoNDAT, June 15. ; • * tj • 

Metropolitan Bailteay Company y. Great Western Bailioay Company, 
Appeal from Chitty J. Part heard. 

TuBSDAT, June 16. 

Metropolitan Bailvcay Company y. Great Western BaUicay Companff. 

Appeal from Chitty J. Dismissed. 
Lancashire ^plosives Company, Limited y. Bdburite Explosives 

Company, Limited. Appeal from Kekewich J. Part heard. 

Wednesdat, June 17. 

In re Le Brasseur and Oakley. Af^ieal from Kekewich J. Cur, adv^ 

tnitt 
Lancashire Explosives Company^ Limited y. Bdburite Explosives 

Company, Limited. Appeal from Kekewich J, Part heard. 



During (he sittings of the Courts The Weeklt Xotbs tmR he published 
on Saturday, and tcill generally comprise Notes of Decisions up to and 
including those of the previous Thursday. AH cases of permajient 
interest noted herein*will he reported infuU in The Law Bepobts. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



IVs0 notes are nnmhersdfpr es n s smten ss ^ rsji 



1. COMPAKT— BOBBOWIKO TOWVBA — Ui\caIIed capital. 
The articles of association of a company authorized the com* 
pany to borrow, upon mortgage of its freehold and leasehold 
hereditaments, works, " and other property and effects " for the 
time being of the company, or upon bonds or debenture notes 
of the company, or "in such other manner as the company 
may determine." The memorandum of association contained 
no reference to borrowing. 

Held, that the company could imder its articles mortgage its 



Digitized by 



Google 



68 



THE WEEKLY NOTES. 



[June 20, 1896. 



uncalled capital. Jackson t*. Rainford Colliery Company, 
Limited. June 11. Chitty J. 

Counsel: Macnagliten; Sheldon. Solicitors: CoUyer-Bristow, 
BnsseU, Hill & Co. W. C. D. 



2. COUKTY COUBT — APPEAl — County Courts Act, 1888 
(r. 43), s. 120. The absolute right of appeal given by se^t. 120 
of the County Courts Act, 1888, in actions of contract and tort, 
ivhere the debt or damage claimed exceeds 20^., extends to cases 
where the defendant's counter-claim exceeds 20?., although the 
claim of the plaintiff is below that amount Smith v. Gill. 
June 16. Divisional Court (Cave and Wills JJ.). 

Counsel : Buckmaster ; J. E. BanJses. SoUcitors : Prior, 
Cliurch & Adams, for W. K Forster, Leeds; Hamlin, Orammer 
<fc Hamlin, for J. Vosper Curry, Bradford. W. J. B. 



3, POOE-BATE — BATEABILITT — Offices of county council. 
Premises used by a county council for the purposes of the 
administrative business of the county are not exempt from 
rateability. Premises were occupied Jointly by the quarter 
sessions of a county and by the county council : — Held, that 
the occupation must be apportioned, and that to the extent 
to which the premises were occupied by the county council 
they were rateable. County Council of Middlesex v. Assess- 
ment Committee of St. George's Union. June 5. Divisional 
Court (Cave and WiUs JJ.). 

Counsel: Danckwerts; Bosanquet, Q,C. and Byde. Solici- 
tors : B. Nicholson ; W. J. FixLser. J. F. C. 



4. FBACnCE-^OIKDEB OF PLAIKII7FS— /SeieroZ cames of 
action — Employers' Liability Act, 1880 (c. 42). Order xliv., 
r. 18, of the County Court Kules does not enlarge the power of 
joinder of plaintiffs given by Order iii., r. 1, nor allow of 
persons being joined as plaintiffs in actions under the Em- 
ployers' Liability Act who could not have been so joined in 
actions of other kinds. By the flooding of a mine of the 
defendants fifty miners, who were in their employment, were 
drowned. Thereupon fifty persons, being relatives respectively 
of the deceased miners, joined in bringing one action in the 
County Court against the defendants under Lord Campbell's 
Act and the Employers' Liability Act in respect of their deaths, 
which were alleged to have been caused by the negligence of 
the defendants or of their servants :—Held, that, as their causes 
of action were several, they could not be joined in one action. 
Carter and Others, r. Bigby & Co. June 2. Divisional 
Court (Lord Russell of Killowen C.J. and Wright J.). 



Counsel: Jelf, Q.C, and H. T. Boddam; Bigham^ Q.C, and. 
C. A. BusseU. Solicitors: Hollingshead <fe Moody; Watson, 
Sons & Boom. J. F. C. 



6. SHIP — XEABUSElEEirT OF TOmiAOE — Deck cargo — 
Horses and caiUe— Merchant Shipping Act, 1876 (c. 80), s. 23. 
Held, affirming the judgment of the Lord Chief Justice, reported 
[1896] 1 Q. B. 493, (1) that live animals, such as horses and 
cattle^ were goods within the meaning of sect. 23 of the M«> 
chant Shipping Act, 1876, which provided that, where goods 
were carried as deck cargo, all dues payable on the ship's 
tonnage should be payable as if there were added to the ship's 
registered tonnage the tonnage of the space occupied by sueh 
goods at the time at which such dues became payable; and 
(2) that, for the purposes of the computation of such tonnage, 
the measurement ought to include only the space occupied by 
the animals themselves, fair allowance being made for their 
bodily movements, and ought not to include the shed or pens 
in which the animals were confined. Riohmond Hill Steam* 
SHIP Company v. Corporation of the Trinity House. June 16. 
C. A. (Lord Esher M.R., Kay L. J. and A. L. Smith L. J.). 

Counsel : Bucknill, Q. C, and Butler^ Aspinall ; Lawson Waltoti, 
Q,C., and Holrhan. 'Solicitors: SakdUands & Co.; Dou^ning, 
Holman & Co. E. L. 



6. STAGS UOEHGE, GRAKT OF— COHDITIOK. A county 
council acting as the licensing authority for the perfonnance of 
stage plays may, in, the exercise of. theix discretion, attach to 
the grant of a licence for such performances a condition that 
the grantee shall undertake not to apply to the excise authori- 
ties under 6 & 6 Will. 4, c. 89, s. 7, for an excise licence to sell 
intoxicating liquors in his theatre. Thb Queen r. Countt 
Council of West BiniNa of Yorkshire. June 5. Divisional 
Court (Cave and Wills J J.). 

Counsel: Macmorran, Q.C., and Low; Asquith, Q,C., and 
BoskilL Solicitors: Andrew, Wood <fe Co. ; Badham & Willia.m, 

J. F. C. 



7. TRUSTEE ACT, 18dS (e. 63), B. 44— SALE OF SXTBFAOE AHD 
KIMERALB AFART— Service of petition. An order was made 
authorizing the separate sale of the copyhold interest in sur^ 
face and minerals under settled copyhold land, following the 
order made in Be Willway's Trusts, Seton on Decrees, 5th ed. 
1470; service on a beneficiary in remainder out of the jurisdic- 
tion known to object to a sale being dispensed with. In re 
Skinner. June 6. North J. 

Counsel: B. Wright Taylor. Solicitor: W. H. Tattanh for 
J. S. & C. A. Whall, Worksop. D. P. 
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NOTICE TO 80IJCIT0B8. 



With the foiew of inrntring the greatest jpossible ctccurtu^ and 
rapidity in the various publications connected with the Law 
Beforts, the Goundl will he obliged^ if the Solicitors to whom 
application is made by any Reporter acting for the Council^ 
wiU as soon as possible after application furnish the neces- 
sary PaperSy together with any information m their power as to 
the names of the various Solicitors engaged in the case. At the 
same timcy the Council thankfully acknowledge the assistance 
they have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fes^on in furnishing the papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 



TABLE OF CASES. 



Bradfobd V, Matob, &C y OF Eastboubrz 
CAsm V. BiOBT . ... 
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COURT OP APPEAL. 



Bjbcobd of Bubiness. 



COURT L 

Fbxdat, Jane 19. 

hcandeioent Ga$ Light Company, Limited y. De Mare Incandeeeent 
G<u Light Sffitemj Limited, and Others. Appeal from WiUs J. 
Partheud. 

Batdbdat, JnDfi 20. 

Wddom V. Matihewt. Appeal ttom Gaye J. Dismissed. 

Batee y. Donaldson, Appeal firom Mathew J. Dismissed. 

Kruger y. Jackson. Appeal from Yaughan Williams J. Dismissed. 

In re an Arhiiration between Meadows and Another and Kenworthy. 

Appeal fiKun Caye J. Dismissed. 
hreA.B.Fenton. & parte Mary Caihcart. Appeal from Pollock B. 
Dismissed. 
No. 22.-1898. 



Monday, June 22. 

(Hodges y. Walton^upon-Trent Bridge Company. 

\Jesson and Another y. The Same. Appeal from Kennedy J. 



Dis- 



Whittaker y. Soarhorottgh Post Newspaper Company, Limited. Appeal 

from Collins J. Allowed. 
ChaddoeJc y. British South Africa Company. Appeal from Collins J. 

Dismissed. 
Bcifer y. Barrow. Appeal from Collins J. Dismissed. 
The Ciudad de Beus. Owners of the 8S. Dunheth y. Owners of the 8S. 

Oiudad de Beus. Appeal from the President. Part heard. 

Tubbdat, Jnne 23. 
The Ciudad de Beus. Owners of the 8S. Dunbeth y. Owners of the SS. 

Ciudad de Beus. Appeal from the Presideot. Dismissed. 
Western Mortgage and Investment Company, Limited y. Forbes. 

Appeal from Collins J. Dismissed. 

Wedkesdat, Jmio 24. 

Ineandeseent Cos Light Company, Limited r. De Mare Lwandesoet^t 

Gas Light System, Limited, and Others. Appeal from Wills J. 

Dismissed. 
The Copernicus. Liverpoot, Brazil and Biver Plate Steam Navigation 

Company, Limited y. Benjamin Holmes. Appeal from Barnes J. 

Dismissed. 
The Queen y. Justices of Kent and O. Sharp and W. N. Chapman and 

Others. Appeal from the Lord Chief Justice and Wright J. 

Part heard. 

Thubbdat, Jnne 25. 

The Queen y. Justices of Kent and G. Sharp and W. N. Chapman and 
outers. Appeal from the Lord Chief ^Justice and Wright J. 
Dismissed. 



COURT n. 



Thubbdat, June 18. 

Lancashire Explosives Company, Limited y. Boburite Explosives Cbni> 
pony. Limited, Appeal from Kekewich J. Part heard. 

Fbidat, June 19. 

Lancashire Explosives Compassy, Limited y. Boburite Expiosives Com- 
pany, Limited, Appeal from Kekewich J. Dismissed. 

Ill re CatUey (If^ants, dc). Appeal from Chitty J. In camer&. 
Part heard. 

Monday, June 22. 

Sudd y. James. Appeal from Kekewich J. Dismissed. 
In re CatUey {Infants, Ac.). Appeal from Chitty J. Heard in cameriL. 
In re South African Trtut and Finance Company. Appeal from 
Yaughan Williams J. Part heard. 

TuEBDATt Jane 23. 

In re South African Trust and Finance Company, Appeal from 

Yaoghan Williams J. Allowed. 
James y. Harris. Appeal from Kekewich J. Settled. 
How y. EaH Winterton, Appeal from Kekewich J. Part heard. 



Wednesday, June 24. 

Whitwham y. Westmimter Brymho Coal and Coke Company. 

from Chitty J. Dismissed. 
In re Davies. Davies y. Parry. Appeal, from Kekewich J. 

oyer till this day week. 
Lovibond y. Lovibond, Appeal from North J. Part heard. 



Appeal 
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During the eitiings of the CourU The Weekly Notes mil be published 
on Saturday, and will generally comprise Notes of Decisions up to and 
induding those of the previous Thurflday. AU cases of permanent 
interest noted herein wUl be reported in full in The Law Befobts. 

NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



ThMC notes are numibered for eonvmienoe of reforenoe^ 
e.g. W. N. (96) 70 (1). 



1. AOXIBALTT— HfSlTBAirCE: (T/LKBnS[t)^Freight—Time of 
engagement of goods — Loading port. By a policy on freight *'at 
and from any port or ports of loading on the west coast of 
South America to any port or ports of discharge in the United 
Kingdom/' the freight was to be covered " from the time of the 
engagement of the goods." 

Goods were engaged for the vessel and were ready for ship- 
ment in her at the time of her loss^ which occurred before her 
arrival at her first loading port on the west coast of South 
America. 

• Held (afltening'the decision of Gorell Barnes J., ante p. 47 (1))« 
that the engagement clause must be construed with reference to 
the voyage described in the policy, and, therefore, the risk had 
not attached. Thb Gopsbnigvs. June 24. C. A. (Lord 
Esher M.B., Kay and A. L. Smith, L. J J.). 

Counsel : Joseph Walton, Q.C., and Carver ; Sir Walter 
Phillimore and Hamilton. Solicitors: Stokes d; Stokes, for 
Hiomely & Cameron, Liverpool ; WaJtons, Johnson, Bubb & 
Whatton. T. L. M. 



4, COHTRACT — FBATJD8, STATUTE OF, 8. 4 — Part perform- 
ance — Possession taken he/ore, but continued after, the contract, 
A contract for a lease of land for more than three years was, 
after negotiation, entered into and reduced into writing in 
the form of a draft lease, which, however, was never signed 
by the intended lessor. On the day before the contract was 
inade, the intended lessee was let into possessian, and he sub- 
sequently continued in possession and paid rent according to 
the contract:— JBTcW, that, although the entry into possession 
was antecedent to the contract, yet the subsequent continuance 
in possession being, under the circumstance, unequivocally 
referable to the contract, constituted an act of part performance 
sufficient to take the case out of the Statute of Frauds. 
HoDSON V. Heuland. June 18. Kekewich J. 

Counsel: Warrington, Q.C, BJidElgood; Benshata, O-C'., and 
Craig. Solicitors: Charles Jupp, for- Walter A. Lomer (fe Son, 
Southampton; Speechly, Mumford, Landon 4b Bodgers, for 
Charles Lamport, Southampton. C. C. M. D. 



2. APPSAL— OABHISHES ORDER—" Practice and procedure.'' 
A garnishee order is a ''matter of practice and procedure" 
within sect. 1, sub-sect. 4, of Finlay's Act (57 & 58 Vict. c. 16), 
and an appeal from a judge at chambers making a garnishee 
order absolute must be to the Court of Appeal. Hockley v, 
Ansah (Began, garnishee). June 24. Divisional Court (Cave 
and Wills J J.). 

Counsel : F. Dodd ; Bufus Isaacs. Solicitors : Templer, Dunn 
(fc Miller; Smith & Qofton. J. F. C. 



3* GOXFAHT — SHAREHOLDER — Payment of shares in 
advance of calls — Interest out of capital — Companies Act, 1862 
(c. 89), ss. 14, 38 ; Tahle A, clause 7. Pecision of the Court of 
Appeal, [1896] 1 Ch. 397, affirmed without hearing the re- 
spondents' counsel, and appeal dismissed with costs. Look 
AND Anotheb, Apps.; Queensland Investment and Land 
MoBTGAGE Ck)MPANT, LIMITED, Besfs. Juuc 18. K. L. (Lord 
Halsbury L.C., and Lords Herschell, Macnaghten^ Morris and 
Shand). 

Counsel: Millar, Q.C, and E, Brodie Cooper ; Oraliam Hastings, 
Q.C, and C, E. E. Jenkins. Solicitors: Asliurst, Morris, Crisp 
<fe Co. ; Trinder & Capron. J. M. M. 



5. COHTRACT— OPnOK OF PURCHABE— Ttwie limited— Three 
months' notice — Notice by agent — Unauthorized agent — Baiifica- 
tion. Articles of partnership provided that on the death of 
either partner during the partnership term, the surviTiiig 
partner should have the option of purchasing the share of the 
deceased partner upon giving notice in writing of his intention 
so to do within three months from the death, and that in asce^ 
taining the price to be paid for the share of a deceased partner 
after such notice, nothing should be allowed for the goodwill of 
the business. On the 4th of April, 1895, one of the partneiB 
died ; a notice in writing signed by the solicitor of the surviTing 
partner, and purporting to give notice that it was the sur- 
viving partner's intention to purchase the deceased partner's 
share, was sent in within the three months pursuant to the 
articles. The surviving partner was at this time a lunatic 
On the 8th of August, 1895, a notice to exercise the said option 
to purchase signed by the committee of the surviving partner 
was sent in. It was contended on behalf of the gorviving 
partner that even if the first notice was irregular, the second 
notice related back to the date of the first notice, and entitled 
the committee of the surviving partner to purchase the shart 
of the deceased partner without paying anything for the good- 
will. 

Held, that as the option to purchase had not been exercised 
within the time limited by the articles, there was no contract 
which could be confirmed by the second notice, and conse- 
quently, that the committee of the surviving partner was not 
entitled to the benefit of the provision in the articles. Dibbihs 
V. DiBBiNS. June 19. Chitty J. 

Bolton Partners v. Lambert, 41 Ch. D. 295, distinguished. 

Counsel: Farwdl, Q.C, and T. L. Wilkinson ; Byrne, Q»On 
and Eustace Smith. Solicitors: Greenop cfc Sons; Thomas 
LovelL W. 0. D. 



6. FRIENDLY SOdETT— IHSTRTTIIEHT OF DDWWLimOK--- 
Infant members-— Friendly Societies Act, 1855 (c. 63), w. ^i 1^' 
15, 21, 25, 27— Friendly Societies Act, 1875 (r. 60), w. 6, 9, 13; 
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15,! 21, 25. In 1873 a friendly society, called the Juyenile 
mnxih. of the Boyal Social Design Lodge, 'was foimed under 
tiie Friendly Societies Act, 1865, by the members of the lodge 
lor the benefit of their children. The mles of the juTemle 
Stench pzoTided that it should consist only of members 
between the ages of six and eighteen. Bnle 3 placed the 
gOYOEnment of the jnvenile branch in the hands of a committee 
:of eight persons appointed by the members of the lodge. In 
1B96 the juTemle branch had become reduced to six members 
of abont sixteen years of age, and in February, 1895, these six 
JBonbers, by their fathers or guardians, signed an instrument of 
^ftiBBohition, with a yiew to dividing the assets of the society 
among themselTes. 

Eddy by the Court of Appeal, afiOrming the decision of 
jlekewich J., that, haying regard to sects. 15 and 25 of the Act 
of 1855, rale 8 was not a mere rule of management proceeding 
from the members, which they need not observe longer than 
1h^ liked, but was a rule imposed upon the society by those 
who established it, and which the members by themselyes 
ooold not get rid of; that rule 21, which said that no rule 
should he made or altered without the consent of a majority 
of the members, did not enable the members to repeal rule 8, 
bat prevented the committee of management from altering 
the roles without the consent of the members ; and that the 
msmbers of the juvenile society could not dissolve it without 
: the consent of the committee, which had not been obtained. 
Bdd also, that the constitution of the society had not been 
altered by the Friendly Societies Act, 1875, which repealed 
|tte Act of 1865, but, by sect. 6, preserved the rules of existing 
societies so feur as they were not contrary to any express 
^ivoman of the Act; that the rules were still in force, and 
ifttt the instrument of dissolution must be set aside as ultra 
"^hu, BuDD V. Jambs. June 22. C. A. (Lindley, Lopes, and 
-EigbyL.JJ.). 

I Counsel: B, Younger; Benshaw^ Q.C, and Lightwood. Soli- 
^titora: Chamberlayne db Short; Sole, Turner <fc Knight 

W. L. 0. 



7. LOCAL GOTSBHIIEHT — FBIVAXE DEAIH DEAIHIKG 
inviRAL WSQWBB—LiabUity to repair. A drain-pipe passing 
jinoagh private property received the drainage of several 
^iMmses belonging to different owners before it jouied the public 
tewec. The pipe having become a nuisance the local authority 
of the district, who had adopted the Public Health Acts Amend- 
|iet, 1890, gave the owners of the said houses notice under 
IB6t 41 of the Public Health Act, 1875, to repair it, and, on 
ftilnre of the owners to comply with the notice, executed the 
Beoessary work themselves, and claimed to recover from the 
owners the expenses Incurred by them in so doing: — Eeld, that 
the pipe in question was a "private drain" within the mean- 
ing of sect 19 of the firslrmentioned Act, and that the local 
wthority were entitled to recover. Bbadfobd v. Matob, &o., 
or Eastboubnb. June 18. Divisional Ciourt (Lord Bussell of 
Eflowen J. and Wills J.). 

8df V. Hove Commiesioners, [1895] 1 Q. B. 685, followed. 
M y. Hare, [1895] 1 Q. B. 906, disapproved. 

Connsel: Macmorran, Q.C; BoxalL JSolicitors: Lawson 
^^ ; Sharjpe, Parker & Co. J. F. C. 



8. LOCAL OOYERKimrT — 8SWEBS — iS^eu; buildings — 
Be/usdl of local authority to approve plans. An owner of land 
in a rural sanitary district proposed to develop it as a building 
estate, and deposited with the local authority plans of the pro- 
posed new streets and of the proposed buildings, from which it 
appeared that each of the buildings was to be drained with a 
separate drain ending in the soil of one of the proposed new 
streets. The local authority refused to approve the plans 
unless he would undertake to construct at his own expense the 
sewers with which the drains were intended to communicate 
and also the necessary main outfall sewer: — Held, that the 
local authority were not entitled to attach such a condition to 
their approval The Qoesn v, Ttnbmouth District Council. 
June 18. Divisional Court (Lord Kussell of Killowen C.J. and 
Wills J.). 

Counsel: Bohson, Q.C, and Alex. Glen; Lawson Walton, QM., 
and WHles Chitty. Solicitors: Leadbitter <fc Harvey; William- 
son, Hill & Co., for Whitehom, North Shields. J. R 0. 



9- POOE-EATE — OOCUPATIOH — Biver-bed —Foreshore, moor' 
ings, and pontoon. A railway company was rated to poor-rate 
in respect of property described as " foreshore and moorings, to 
which pontoon and apparatus are attached." For the purposes 
of a steam-ferry across a tidal navigable river, the railway com- 
pany provided a pontoon, which was used as a landing-stage, 
and floated at high water, and settled on the mud at low water, 
in front of a pier, which projected iuto the river, and was 
built upon piles driven into the foreshore or bed of the river, 
and was the property of the corporation of the borough. The 
pontoon was fastened by chains or moorings to the pier, and 
to protect the piles of the pier the railway company had driven 
a pile into the bed of the river. This pile was bolted to the 
pier, but was the property of the railway company. The chain 
&om the pontoon passed round this pile to reach the pile of the 
pier. On a case stated on appeal from the rate : — Held, that the 
railway company was not in occupation of the property charged, 
and therefore was not liable to be rated. Manohbstib, Shst- 

FIBLD, AND LlNOOLNSmBB BaILWAT CoMPANT V. Gk>VKBNOB, 

DJBPUTy-GovxBNOB, Assistants, and Guabdians of thk Foob 
IN the Town op Bjnoston-upon-Hull. June 2L Divisional 
Court (Cave and Wills JJ.). 

Counsel: Byde; Moulton, Q.C, and F. Dent Solicitors: 
Bai, Brodrick & Gray, for B<^)&rt H. Winter, Hull ; Ounliffes & 
Davenport, for B. Lingard Monk, Manchester. P, B. H. 



10. PRACTICE— JOnnOER OF PLAXHTIFfS — Several causes of 
action— County Court Bules, 1889, Order ni., r. 1 ; Order XLIV., 
r. 18. Decision of the Divisional Court {ante, p. 68) afiSrmed. 
Cabteb v. Bioby. June 15. C. A. (Lord Esher M.B., Eay and 
A. L. Smith L. J J.). 

Counsel: Bigham, Q.C, and C A. Bussell; Jelf, Q.C, and 
Ellis HUl. Solicitors: Preston, Stow & Preston, for Hollings- 
head db Moody, Tunstall ; Wa,tson, Sons & Boom^ A. M. 



IL PEACnCE— LIBEL — Interrogatories — Circulation of news- 
paper. In an action against the proprietors of a newspaper ibr 
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an alleged libel published in their newspaper, the plaintiff 
administered an interrogatory to the defendants asking the 
number of copies printed and circulated of the issue of the 
newspaper in which the alleged libel was contained, and 
the defendants answered that a considerable number of copies 
of that issue were printed and published:— fleZd, that the 
defendants ought not to be ordered to give a further and better 
answer to the interrogatory. Whittakbb v. So abbobouoh Post 
Nkwspapbb Company. June 22. C. A. (Lord Esher M.B., 
Kay L. J. and A. L. Smith L. J.). 

Pamell v. Walter, 24 Q. B. D. 441, oyerruled. 

(Counsel : Montague Lush ; Scott Fox. Solicitors : lliffe, Henley 
& Sweet, for Watts, Kitching & Donner, Scarborough; Bad/ord 
ife Frankland, for Birdsall & Cross, Scarborough. E. L. 



12. FBOBATE— WILL KABE IK SXECUTIOH OF A POWXB OF 

AFPOIHTMBKT— DomiciZc of testator. A testatrix, who died 
domiciled in France, made, in execution of a power of appoint- 
ment, a will, whiclL apart from that circumstance would have 
been invalid as not being in accordance with French law. 

Held, on the authority of In the Goods of Alexander, 29 L. J. 
(N.S.) P. & M. 92, In the Goods of HaXlyhurton, L. K. 1 P. «fc D. 
90, and D'Huart v. Earkness, 84 Beav. 324, that the will must 
be admitted to probate. In the Goods of Hubek. June 23. 
Jeune Pres. 

Ck)unsel: Bargrave Deane. Solicitor: A. W, Bum, 

H. D. W. 



18. THAMBS— COKBEEVATOBB— i?^A«|<o take sand— Bights of 
owner of shore — '* Bed^ — *^ Shores'' — Thames Conservancy Act, 
1894 (c. cZaMcxWi.), ».87. Sect. 87 of the Thames CJonservancy 
Act, 1894, makes it unlawful for any person other than the 
Conservators, their agents, <&c., to dredge or raise sand from the 
bed of the Thames, except witii the licence of the Conservators. 
The appellant raised sand, without such licence, from a place 
between high and low water-mark of the Thames, within the 
district of the Conservators. He claimed to take the sand 
under a licence from a lessee, holding under a lease, which 
demised the right to take sand from the place in question : — 
Held, that the place was part of the " shores " of the river, not 
of the "bed " within the meaning of sect. 87, that the Act did 
not interfere with the right of the lessee to license the appellant 
to take sand, and therefore the appellant could not be convicted 
of an offence against the Act. Peaboe v. Bunting. The 
Queen v. Wedd and Anotheb, Ex parte Peabce. June 17. 
Divisional Court (Cave and Wills JJ.). 

Counsel: Channell, Q.C., and Scrutton; Jdf, Q.C., and J. E. 
Bankes, Solicitors: Farlow & Jackson; James Hughes. 

P. B. H. 



damages at 200?., the amount of the diminution in value ofj] 
plaintiffs' land. He reported that the phuntiffB contended ih 
the proper measure of damage was the reasonable value to ti 
defendants for tipping purposes of the plainiifrs' land when'ti 
tipping b^an, and he found this to be 963?. Held by Chitty J 
[1896] 1 Ch. 894, that on the principle of the way-leave cafi 
{Martin v. Porter, 5 M. & W. 351; Jegon v. Vivian, L. ] 
6 Ch. 742 ; and FhUlips v. Homfray, L. K. 6 Ch. 770) tl 
damages as to the part covered with spoil ought to be asseesc 
on the latter principle, and the damages as to the rest on tl 
former. This made the damages 650Z. .—Held, on appeal by ti 
defendants, that the principle of this judgment was right, tl 
way-leave cases applying, as they went on the ground that 
person using another's land must pay for the use of it. Wht 
WHAM V. Westminster Bstmeo Coal and Coke Compait 
June 24. C. A. (Lindley, Lopes and Bigby L. JJ.). 

Counsel: C. A. Bussdl; F. Thompson, SoHcitora: Nmi 
Aliens & Chapman, for J. B. Follitt, Manchester; Field, Bosm 
& Co., for Evan Morris & Co., Wrexham. H. C. J. 



14« TBS8PAB8 — l^AMKOiEB^Deposit of spoil — Injury to land — 
Way-leave— Measure of damages. The defendants for a period of 
about eight years tipped spoil from their colliery upon a plot of 
land belonging to the plaintiffs and covered about half of it 
with spoil to a great depth. The official referee assessed the 



16. TBUSTKE— LIABILITY— -BiiyA^ to contribution against a 
iruste&^Slatute of Limitations. The principle established i 
Wolmershausen v. Gullick, [1893] 2 Ch. 514, that the Statute c 
Limitations does not begin to run against a surety suing ^ 
co-surety for contribution until the liability of the surety i 
established, applies equally to the case of a trustee claiion^ 
contribution against his co-trustee in respect of a liabilit; 
incurred from loss occasioned to the trust estate by their join 
default. In such a case, therefore, time does not begin to rffi 
as between the co-trustees until the claim of the cestui que ir^ 
has been established against one of them. Bobinson v. IIabiqs 
June 17. Stirling J. 

Counsel: Hastings, Q.C., and C. E. Bovill; Groivenor Woodt 
Q.C., and Curtis Price. Solicitors: Clinton <fc Co. ; W. S. Fish 

G. A. S. 



16. Wnx— ABSOLUTB QlFTSuhsequent condition r^ugnan 
—Legacies out of proceeds of sale. A testator gave his pl«n^ 
tions in Assam and all other his estate to the plaintiff absolute; 
subject to the payment of his debts, general and testamentai: 
expenses, and after appointing her executrix continued, "oi 
any sale by the " plaintiff '* of the said tea plantations I ^ 
and direct her to pay my brother the sum of 1000?. out of th( 
proceeds of such sale, also the further sum of 500?. out of tlw 
proceeds of such sale to " the testator's sister. 

Held, first, that the direction to pay these legacies imposed n( 
obligation on the plaintiff to sell, and secondly, that the tes 
tator had attempted to create a new kind of estate unknown t( 
the law, and that the direction as to the payment of the legaciei 
was repugnant and void, and that the property, therefore 
belonged to the plaintiff absolutely. In re Elliott. Kbixt r 
Elliott. June 24. Chitty J. . 

Counsel: Byrne, Q.C., and A. B. Kirby; H. Terrell ^^ 
citors: Churchill; Lumley & Lumley. W. C, !>• 
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BTOnCE TO BOUCITOBa 



With the view of ingurtng the greatest jpoestble accuracy and 
rafidUy in ihe various pMications connected mth the Law 
* Befobts, ihe Oouncil wiU he obliged^ if the Solicitors to whom 
appUcaUon i$ made by any Beporter acting for the'Oouncilj 
will as soon as j^ssible after ajpplication furnish the neces- 
sary PajperSf together with any information in their power as to 
&e names of the various Solicitors engaged in thecase. At the 
same timey the Council thankfully acJmowledge the assistance 
A^ have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in furnishing the papers required to prepare accurate 
r^orts. 



Maggie MeNair, Qreenoch Steamship Compainy, Limited v. Owners of 
the Steamship Maggie MeNair. Appeal from the President. Dig- 
missed. 

WinstafOey. Oumers of the Oovino y. Oumers of Winstatdey, Appeal 
from the President. Part heard. 



OOUBT IL 



How 7. Earl Winterton. 



(hur, adv. vuU. 
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Thubsdat, June 25. 
Appeal from Kekewieh J, 
Fbxdat. June 26. 
Jm reLe Brasseur and Oakley, and (he Sdieiton^ Act. Appeal from 

Kekewieh J. Dismissed. 
In re Yates. Noehmer y. Tates. Appeal from Stirling J. Dismissed. 
Johns Y, Johns (DiyoToe). Appeal from Barnes J. Dismissed. 
W. H. Hem y. B, A, Hem (Divorce). Appeal from Barnes J. Part 
heard. 

Main>AT, June 29. 
FawcettY, Homan and Bodgers, Appeal from Bomcr J. Judgment 



delivered and appeal allowed. 
W, H. Hem y. B. A. Hem (Divorce), 
heard. 



Appeal item Barnes J. Part 



OOUBT OP APPEAL. 



Beoobd of Bubiksss. 



OOUBT L 

Fbidat, June.26. 

BaUantyne & Co. and Others v. Maekinnon, 
Chief Justice. Part heard. 



Appeal from the Lord 



TuiSDAT, June 30. 
BennetU & Co. y. MeHwraith & Co, Appeal from CJolIins J. Allowed. 
Cargo Owners ex 88, Duke of Sutherland. Appeal from Collins J. 

Dismissed. 
Nelson Bros., Limited v. Shaw, SavtU and Albio7^ Company, Limited. 

Appeal from Collins J. Dismissed. 
Fowler v. Shirley, Appeal from Bruce J. Part heard. 

Wednesday, July 1. 
Fowler Y. Shirley. Appeal from Bruce J. Dismissed. 
In re Davies. Parry v. Parry. Appeal from Kekewieh J. Standa 

over for a week. 
Ehrmann v. Erhmann. Appeal from Stirling J. Allowed. 



Monday, Juno 29. 

Wood y. Ffreneh, Appeal from Collins J. Dismissed. 

Jk re Proceedings under the Biver PcHluii&n, Ae., Acts, 1876 and 1893, 
by ihe Deihyshire County CouneU against the Mayor, ^c, of Derby, 
antd In re the Local Qovernment Act, 1888, Ac, Ac. Appeal from 
Grantham and Collins J J. Dismissed. 

TuxBDAi; June 30. 
The Siberian. Steamship Allegheny of London, Limited y. J, H, AUan 
and B. G. AUan, Oumers of ihe Steamship Siberian. Appeal from 
the Preddent. Allowed. 

Wednesday, July 1. 
The Barrister. Owners, Master and Crew of the Condor y. Owners of 
the Barrister. Appeal of defendants and cross-appeal of plaintiflfe 
from the President. Part heard. 

Tb[Ubsday, July 2. 
a« Barrister. Owners, Master and Crew of the Condor y. Owners of 
the Barrister. Appeal of defendants and cross-appeal of plaintiffii 
from the President. Dismissed. 

Ka 23.— 1896. 



During the sittings of the CourU The Weekly Notes unU bepMished 
on Saturday, and wiU generally comprise Notes of Decisions up to and 
including those of the previous Thursday. AU eases of permanent 
interest noted herein toiU be reported infuU in The Law Bepobts. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These notes are numibered for eonvenienee of r^erenoe, 
e.g. W. N. (96) 73 (1). 



1. ADMIEALTT— 'SALVAGE— Practice— Parses —tTbtWcr of 
plaintiffs— Separate causes of action— Eules of the Supreme Court, 
Order xvi., r. 1 ; Order xvin., r, 1. The owners, masters, and 
crews of the steam-tugs British King, Andrew Jolliffe, Sea King, 
and Great Emperor, issued a writ of summons in rem in the 
Admiralty Division claiming reward for alleged salvage services 
rendered to the ship Mareclial Suchet, her <^go and freight, in 
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the Mersey. The owners of the ship and her cargo appeared 
as defendants, nnder protest, and moved to set aside the writ, 
or^ in the altematiye, that all the plaintiffs except one might 
be struck out on the ground that the causes of action of the 
owners^ masters, and crews of the four tugs were separate and 
distinct. 

Held, that the motion must be dismissed with costs, the 
practice in Admiralty not being aflFected by the provisions 
of Order xvi., r. 1, and Order xvin., r. 1, as to parties to an 
action and joinder of causes of action, as interpreted by Eannay 
V. Smurthwaite, [1894] A. C. 494. The MABficHAL Suohkt. 
June 29. Gorell Barnes J. 

Counsel: Carver; Butler AspinalL Solicitors: Bowdiffes, 
Bawle & Co., for Hill, Dickinson & Po,, Liverjxwl ; Ewer <fc Neave, 
for H J. Holme, Liverpool. T. L. M. 



2. ISVIDEKCE — FBIVILBGX — Solicitor and client — Conversa- 
tion between one party and the solicitor of the' other — Joint con- 
sultations. All statements made at joint consultations between 
parties and their respective solicitors or counsel, even though 
made by one party to the solicitor or counsel of the other, are 
privileged: so also is a statement made by one party to the 
solicitor of the other at an interview between them alone, 
held at the retjuest of that other party. Boohefouoauld v. 
BousTEAD. June 19. Eekewich J. 

Counsel: Haldane, Q.C., and T. L. Oilmour ; Benshaw, Q.C., 
and O. Lawrence. Solicitors: G. H. C. Lea; Hollams, Sons, 
Coward <fc Hawksley, G. L F. C. 



3. LETTBRfl OF BaQVEST — XXAKIKATIOK OF WIIirX88S8 
ABBOAO. In an action for the dissolution of a partnership 
between wine merchants on the ground of misconduct of the 
defendant, the plaintiffs alleged {inter alia) that the defendant 
had bribed the agent of a carrier to give him the lists of the 
names of persons to whom the carrier forwarded wines from 
continental wine merchants, which lists had been sent by the 
defendant to the plaintiffs, who did not know how they had 
been obtained, to assist them in obtaining orders. The plain- 
tiff applied for letters of request to the Courts of Germany to 
examine witnesses there to shew that the merchants referred to 
in the lists had sent the wines by that carrier to the customers 
mentioned in the list, and Stirling J. ordered letters of request 
to be issued :—Hdd, on appeal, that the point the plaintiffs had 
to prove was bribery, and that the evidence which they pro- 
posed to obtain in Germany was no evidence of bribery, though 
it might be useful as corroborative evidence in support of direct 
evidence of bribery; and that letters of request ought not to be 
issued, for that they would only be issued where the evidence 
to be obtained under them would be material to the case in 
hand, and not merely collateral evidence to bolster up other 
evidence. Ehrmann r. Ehrmann. July 1. C. A. (Lindley and 
Lopes L.J J.)- 

Counsel: Buckley, Q.C., and H. Terrell; Jelf, Q.C., and 



Solomon. Solicitors : 
Barrett & Newall. 



Wild <t' TTtW; 



Qoldherg, ^Langdi 
H. C. J, 



4. BOUCITOB AKD CUSHT — G08T8 — Taxation — Comm 
order — Moneys received by solicitor for client — CounseTs ft 
The provision in the common order to tax a solicitor's hi 
that the solicitor do give credit " for all sums of money by hi 
received of or on account of the client, inclades and is coc 
fined to all moneys which the solicitor in his character 
solicitor or agent of the client has received, or is legally 
equitably liable to pay over to the client, and against which i 
sued for by the client) the solicitor could set off his costs wh 
taxed. But the solicitor is not bound to give credit for tdxsda 
received by him in respect of fees due by him to the client 
counsel in matters not connected with the bill of costs. In 
Lb Brassbor and Oaklet. June 26. C. A. (Lindley, Lop 
and Rigby L. JJ.). 

Counsel: CahahS; Warrington, Q.C., and G. Cave. Sol 
citors: Cox <fc Lafone ; Le BroMeur & Oakley. W. L. C 



6. TRADX-XABK — FOBTBAIT— Pa^<m^s, Designs, and Tra 
Marks Act, 1888 (c. 60), s. 10. The portrait of the designer i 
a trade-mark may be a distinctive device so as to be a goo 
trade-mark. Rowland v. Miohbll. July 1. Bomer J. 

In re Anderson's Trade-mark, 26 Ch. D. 409, distinguished. 

Counsel: Eve, Q.C., and J. M. Cover; Osuxild, Q.C., an 
B. Edmondson. Solicitors : C. <k E. Woodroffe ; C. E. Om 
Walker. F. E. 



6. TBU8TES— nmBmSHT— '' Company incorporated by A 
of Parliament.^ Where by a will made in 1895 trustees ▼« 
enpowered to invest in the bonds, debentures, or debentm 
stock of any " company incorporated by Act of Parliament ":- 
Held, that the trustees were not justified in investing in seei 
rities of a company incorporated by registration under tl 
Companies Act^ 1862. In re Sioth. Davidson v. Mtbtl 
June 25. Eekewich J. 

Elve V. Boyton, [1891] 1 Ch. 501, distinguished. 

Counsel : Benshaw, Q.C, and Jason Smith ; Wamiington, (U 
Warrington, Q.C, and Lambert; Haldane, Q.C, and Metk 
Bramwdl Davis, Q.C, and Owen Thompson; A. dBecket Ten 
Solicitors : B. S. Taylor & Humbert ; William Stubbs, for Bifi 
Capes, Harrogate; Theodore Allingham. C. C. M. D 



7. WILL— DSTI8B3 OF OKIBOUS AHD BEVEKdAL Jji 

naiTY--Tenantfor life. A tenant for life of estates settled 
will i^Held, bound to keep down interest in respect of oha 
on the several parts of the estates out of the income of 
whole. Frewsn v. Law Life Assubanok SocnrrT. J^** 
North J. 

Counsel: Swinfen Eady, Q.C, and Dauney ; Vernon 5* 
Q.C, and Methold. Solicitors: CoUisson cfc Prichard; WaA 
Deverell & Co. ^' 
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JfOnCB TO BOIiICITOBa 



With the view of insuring the greatest possible accuracy and 
rapidity in the various publications connected with the Law 
Reports, the Council will he obliged, if the Solicitors to whom 
ttpplication is made by any Reporter acting for the Council, 
will as soon as possible after application furnish the neces- 
sary Papers, together with any information in their power as to 
the names of the various Solicitors engaged in the case. At the 
same time, the Council thankfully acknowledge the assistance 
they have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in furnishing the papers required to prepare a^ccurate 
reports. 



TABLE OF CASES. 

BoiNfi, In re North J. 

Ellis r. Ellib . . . Jeuna Pre*, and GoreU Barnes J. 

Mariposa, The GoreU Barnes J. 

Rig. r. IjTlltman C, C. U. 

RoBB Mabie Gold Mining Company, In re . . North J. 



PAOS 

76 
76 
75 
76 
76 



OOURT OF APPEAL. 



Uegobd of Business. 



OOURT 1. 

I Fbidat, July 3. 

' WinUaidey. Owners of ike Govino y. Owners of WinstanJey, Ap[)cal 
' froni the President. Dismissed. 
iiabrina. Owners of the 8S. Jmbro v. Owners of the 88. Sabrina. 

Appeal from the President. Dismissed. 
Sarah Badelife, Sarah Baddiffe 88. Company, Limited y. Bellamy & 

Co. Appeal from the President. Part heard. 

Tuesday, July 7. 

Sarah Baddiffe. Sarah Baddiffe 88. Company, Limited y. Bellamy & 

Co. Appeal from the President. Dismissed. 
Vrbino. Owners of the 8S. Bhine v. Owners of 88. Urbino. Appeal 

from Barnes J. Part heard. 



Wkdnksday, July 8. 
Owners of the 88. Bhine y. Owners of 88. Urbino. 



Appeal 



Urbino. 
I from Barnes J. Dismissed. 
I OpurU). Steimship Joseph Company, Limited v. Frederick Leyland A 

Co , Limited. Appeal from the President. Dismissed. 
! WBrrieo v. Samud cmd Hand. Appeal from Cave and Wills JJ. 
Part heard. 

Thubsday, Jnly 9. 

{Stamp y. Williams and Another. 
\Kdly y. WiUiams and Another. 

&al. New trial ordered. 
Carewand Others y. Camoys. Appeal from Day J 

No. 24.-1896. 



Application fur judgment or new 



Allowed. 



D*Errico y. Samuel and Hand. Appeal from Caye and Wills JJ. 

Allowed. 
BaUantyne & Co. and Others y. Maddnnon, Appeal from the Iiord 

Ohief Justice. Cur. adv. wit. 
Osman y. Baphael. Appeal from Collins J. Dismissed. 



Wilson V. Sick. 
In re Dawson, 

missed. 
SaUer v. Salter (Probate). 



COURT II. 

FiUDAY, July 8. 

Appeal from Kekewioh J. Dismissed. 
Dawson y. Dawson. Appeal from Kekewioh J. 



Dis- 



Appeal from the President. Dismissed. 

Saturday, July 4. 

Hern v. Hern (Divorce). Appeals from Barnes J. Judgment reserved 

till July 8. 
In re the Undertaking of the Worcester and Broom Bailway. Appeal 

from Stirling J. Dismissed. 

MoKDAY, July 6. 

In re Hiscoe. Hiscoe y. Waite. Appeal from Kekewioh J. Allowed. 
In re Chapman. Cox y. Chapman. Appeal from Kekewioh J. 

Stands oyer with leave to issue summons to vary chief clerk's 

certificates. 
In re Puerto Cabello and Valencia Bailway Company, Limited. 

Appeal from StiiUng J. Part heard. 

Tuesday, July 7. 

In re Puerto Cabello and Valencia Bailway Cotnpany, Limited. 

Appeal from Stirling J. Dismissed. 
Graydon v. Basset. Appeal from Stirling J. Part heard. 

Wednesday, July 8. 

Hem y. Hem (Divorce). Appeals from Barnes J. Dismissed. 
Attorney-General y. Kirk. Appeal from Kekewioh J. Allowed. 
Graydon v. Baud. Appeal from Stirling J. Part heard. 



During the sittings of the Courts The Weekly Notes will bepMisiied 
on Saturday, and will generally comprise Notes of Decisions up to and 
induding those of tJie previous Thursday. All cases of permanent 
interest noted herein will be reported infuU in The Law Reports. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These notes are numbered for eonvenienoe of reference 
e.g. W. N. (96) 75 (1). 



1. ABHIBALTT— SALVAGE (IJ:EZ)—Aut1writy of ituister^ 
Contract with passem/crs— Tender. On the 24th of September, 
1895, the steamship Sardinian, belonging to the plaintiffs, from 
Montreal to Liverpool, whilst proceeding through the Straits of 
Belleisle, fell in with a schooner which delivered a message 
from the master of the steamship Mariposa (belonging to the 
defendants, on a voyage from Montreal to Liverpool, witli 
twenty-eight cabin passengers, two stowaways, a crew of 
eighty-seyen, and cargo), that his yesael had gone ashore in a 
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fog on the coast of Labrador, that the passengers and crow 
were ashore, and re^iuesting assistance. The Sardinian' -pro- 
ceeded to the spot, and took ofif the cabin jmssengers, stow 
aways, and nineteen of the crew, and, on the Ist of October, 
landed them at Liverpool. 

On the 2dth of September the steamship Austrian, also belong- 
ing to the plaintiffs, from London to Montreal, saw the 
Mariposa stranded and flying signals for assistance. Shortly 
after, a boat from the Idariposa brought a letter from the 
master of that vessel roriuesting the master of the Austrian to 
take the remainder of his crew to Quebec, and to conununicate 
with the nearest point for assistance to be sent, which was 
done. The passengers' tickets contained a clause rendering the 
defendants "not liable for loss or delay from the act of 
God . . . perils of the seas, rivers or navigation, accident to or 
of machinery, bailers or steam, or of the wrongful act or 
default of the company's servants whether on board the 
steamer or not. . . ." 

The plaintiffs sued the defendants in personam for salvage, 
or in the alternative, for remuneration for services rendered 
at request. The defendants pleaded that the value of the 
property saved to them was 3357., and tendered and paid into 
Court the sum of 2007. in satisfaction. 

Held, that the sum tendered was sufficient to cover any claim 
of the plaintiffs, as, on the authority of the Cargo ex Woosung, 
3 Asp. M. L. 0. 60, no claim for life salvage could, in the cir- 
cumstances, be maintained, and that the master acted as the 
agent of the passengers, and not of the defendants, who were 
not under any obligation to forward the passengers to their 
destinations. Thb Mabiposa. July 9. Gk>rell Barnes J. 

Counsel : Sir Walter PhiUimore and Scrutton ; Joseph Walton, 
Q,C., and A, D. Bateson. Solicitors; Pritchard & Sons ; Stokes 
ifc Stokes, for Batesons, Warr, A Wimshurst, Liverpool. 

T. L. M. 



made within six months, under sect. 8, must be dismisse 
Ellis p. Ellis. July 7. Jeune Pres. and Grorell Barnes J. 

Counsel: Oover; Lewis Thomas. Solicitors: Kent A Co 
Busk <t Mellor. H. D. W. 



4. EXECUTOll— BSTADTEB — Debt due from bankrupt legati 
A father deposited a sum of 2400^ with a bank as a oontinuii 
security for any amount which might from time to time 1 
owing to the bank by a firm in which his two sons were ti 
only partners. By his will the father gave legacies to the tf 
sons. At the date of the father's death the sons' firm owe 
8858/. to the bank. After the father's death the sons wo 
adjudicated bankrupts. The bank proved in the hankrupfa 
for the whole 8858Z. No dividend had yet been paid in tl 
bankruptcy, but it was admitted that the dividends would a 
be sufficient to pay the bank in full, and that the bank wool 
ultimately appropriate the 2400?. towards payment of thei 
debt :— 

Hdd, that the father's executors were not entitled to reiai 
the legacies given to the sons as against the liability of tk 
father's estate as surety to the bank, but that the tmstee in tb 
sons' bankruptcy was entitled to receive the legacies. In r 
BiNNS. July 9. North J. 

In re Watson, [1896] 1 Ch. 926, was cited. 

Counsel: Swinfen Eady, Q.C., and Scott Fox ; Vernon SmUl 
Q,C,, and Tanner. Solicitors: Steavenson <fc GauidioeU; Jaqiu 
& Co. W. L. C. 



2. CEIKIHAL LAW— KVIDKNCE— fiopc— Par^icttZar« of com- 
plaint. Upon the trial of an indictment for rape, or other 
kindred offences against women or girls, the fact that a com- 
plaint was made by the prosecutrix recently after the alleged 
owjurrence, and the particulars of such complaint, may, so far 
as they relate to the charge against the prisoner, be given in 
evidence on behalf of the prosecution, not as being evidence of 
the fasts complained of, but as evidence of the consistency of 
the conduct of the prosesutrix with the story told by her in the 
witness-box, and as negativing consent on her part. Rsa. v. 
LILLYMA.N. June 16. C. C. R. (Lord Russell of Killowen C.J., 
Pollock B., Hawkins, Cave, and Wills JJ.). 

Counsel: /. E. Fox ; Sir R. B. Finlay, S.-O., IT. Sutton, and 
Cra-yroft. Solicitors: Williams <fc Son, Lincoln ; The Solicitor to 
the Treasury. W. J. B. 



3. DIVOECE — jaSTIOES — Separation order — " Persistent 
rrnelty . . . or wi'ful neglect to provide reasonable maintenance'' — 
ISurnin^ry Jurisdiction (^Afarried Women) Act, 1895 (c 39), ss. 
i, 8. " Poraistent cruelty " to and *' wilful neglect to provide 
i-casonable maintenance" for a wife, are not continuing offences. 
Where, therefore, it appeirei that a husband was summoned 
in 1896 for offences which had caused his wife to leave her 
home in 1889:— i/«W, that the application, not having been 



6. PRAOnOE— 80LI0IT0B AHD CLUSSr—Soliciior dischargin 
himself^Motion by client for delivery up of papers— -Title q 
notice of motion. A shareholder in a company employed a soli 
citor to take proceedings for the rectification of the register c 
shareholders by omitting his name therefrom, and notice o 
motion for this purpose was given by the solioitor undc 
sect. 35 of the Companies Act, 1862. Before the motion hM 
been heard the shareholder gave a notice of motion, entitled onl; 
in the matter of the company and in the matter of the Con 
panics Acts, that the solicitor might be ordered forthwith i 
deliver up to the client, or his present solicitor, all bricfi 
papers, &c., in or connected with the matter which were in th 
first solicitor's hands as the applicant's solicitor, the presen 
solicitor giving the ordinary undertaking to prosecute th< 
matter on behalf of the applicant with all due diligence, &c 
It was alleged that the first solicitor had discharged himseli 
On the hearing of this motion the preliminary objection ▼» 
taken by the respondent that the notice of motion ouj^t t 
have been entitled " Li the matter of the first solicitor," namini 
him. 

Held, that it was not necessary to entitle the notice of motioi 
in the matter of the solicitor. 

On the evidence the Court held that the solicitor had diB 
charged himself, and an order was made as asked. In re Boei 
Marik Gk)LD Mining Company. July 8. North J. 

Ueslop V. Metcalfe, 3 M. & 0. 183, and Bobins v. Ootdingham 
L. R. 13 El. 440, were cited. 

Counsel: Vernon Smith, Q.C., and P. F. W/^eeler; ^Smn/ei^ 
Eady, Q.C., and E. G. Macnaghten, Solicitors: J. S. Tyl^\ 
BeaXl A Co. W. I'- 0. 
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ISOTIG^ TO BOIalCITOBa 



With the view of inmring the greatest possible accuracy and 
rapidity in the various publications connected unth the Law 
Eeports, the Council will he obliged, if the Solicitors to whom 
application is made by any Beporter acting for the Council, 
will as soon as possible after application furnish the neces- 
9ary Papers, together with any information in their pouter as to 
iAe names of the various Solicitors engaged in the case. At the 
§ame time, the Council thankfully acknowledge the assistance 
ikeff have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in furnishing the papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 



TABLE OF CASES. 

PACK 

CA.BSUTHSB8 V. OaBBVTHKBS AND OfUBRS . . . H. L» IS 

Hahpshire liAND COMPANY, In re . . Vauglian Williams J. 78 

HroGnrra AW Mills AND Spinning Company, Z» re . , 0, A. 78 
Highland Railway Company r. Great North op Scotland 

Bailway Company H.L. 11 

New Ormonde Cycle Company, Ex •parte . Norlh J, 78 

Kobton v. Dashwood Chitiy J. 78 

Bkg. v. Vestry op St. Matthew, Bbthsal Green , 0, A, 16 

Wood, In re, Attorney-General v. Anderson Romer J. 78 



COURT OP APPEAL. 



Bboobd of Business. 



OOUBT I. 

Friday, July 10. 

! Jfi re George. Appeal from Mr. Begifitrar Linklater. DismiaBed. 
fin re Campbell, Appeal from Mr. Registrar Giffard. Pismiflsed. 
i 1% re an Arbitration between Gerald Barker and Pearson and Knowles 

Coal and Iron Company, Limited, Appeal from Pollock B. and 

Day J. Allowed. 

Monday, July 13 
^EUiolt Y. Marie Bote Chid Mining Company. Appeal from Bruce J. 

Varied. 
Blane v. Burrows, Appeal from Bruce J. Dismiased. 

Ti CbDAY, July 14. 

The Queen y. Vettry of the Parish of St. Matthew, Bethnal Green- 
Appeal fxom the l^ord Chief Justice and Wright J. Dismissed. 

Metropolitan Light Company, Limited v. Gunning, Appeal from 
Day J. Dismissed. 

EidthoU y, Sal Appeal from Collins J. Part heard. 

Wednesday, July 15. 
Miles V. Great Wejitrn Bailway Company, Appeal from Pollock B. 
and Bruce J. Dismisaed. 

No. 25. 1896. 



Sailing Ship Bicersdale Company, Limited v. PaUrson and Simons, 
Appeal fxom Mathew J. Diamissed. 

THURfiDAY, July 16. 

Eichholz V. Seal. Appeal from Collina J. Diamiaaed. 
Butland, Owners of Edenhridge v. W, Green & Others, Owners of the 
Steamship BuHand, Appeal from the President Diamiased. 



COURT II. 



Thursday, July 2. 

ManeheUer and County Batik, Limited v. Higginsliaw MilU and 
Spinning Company, Limited. Appeal from V.-C. of County 
Palatine of Lancaster. Allowed. 

In re Lincoln's Inn Fields Trusts and London County Coimctl Improve- 
ment Act, 1894, and In re Lands Clauses, &e.. Act Appeal from 
Kekewioh J. Diamiaaed. 

Wilson y. Sich & Co., Limited. Appeal from Kekewioh J. Part 
heard. 

Friday, July 10. 

fn re Hamilton. Cudogan v. Fitzroy. Api>eal of F. H. Fitzroy and 
Another from Kekewioh J. Allowed. Appeal of Baron Leigh 
and Others. No order made. 

In re Brown. Quincey v. Quinoey. Appeal from Kekewioh J. Dia- 
miaaed. 

Saturday, July 11. 

No bittiugs. 

No sittings. 
No sittings. 
No sittings. 



Monday, July 13. 

Tuesday, July 14. 

Wednesday, July 15. 



DuHng the Mings of the Courts The Weekly Notbs tctU he pMished 
on Saturday, and will generally comprise Notes of Deoieions up to and 
including those of the previous Thursday. AU oases of permanent 
interest noted herein will he reported in full in Tve Law Reports. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These notes are numbered for conveniened ofr^eremM, 
e.g. W. N. (96) 77 (1). 



1. ABBTTBATIGir— ADMISSIBILITT OF EXTBIHSIO SYIDEKCE. 
Where the award is in the express and distinct words of the 
reference; and the words are not ambiguous; it is not com- 
petent to enter upon inquiry whether the arbiter understood 
the whole scope of his award. Appeal dismissed with costs, 
82 S. L. E. 275. Highland Railway Compakt v. Gbbat 
NoBTH OF Scotland Railway Company. July 16. H. L. 
(Lord Halsbury L.C., and Lords Watson, Herschell, Morris 
and Shand). 

Counsel: ZMer, Q.C, Hvnry Johnslun, and David JJundas ; 
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A, Graham Murray, L,A,, Q.C, Crijpps, Q,0., and Ferguson (all, 
but the first and fifth, of the Scottish Bar). JSolicitors : Martin 
cfc Leslie, for J. K. & W, P, Lindsay, W,S,, Edinburgh ; Dysim 
tfe Co., for Gordon, Falconer & Fairweather, W,8,, Edinburgh. 

G. J. W. 



2. GOXFAinr — BOEBOWIKO — Irregularity^NoUce— Common 
directors and secretary. The articles of association of a limited 
company (a) empowered its directors to borrow money but not 
to an amount greater than that of its paid-up capital without 
the previous assent of a general meeting, and (6) required that 
notices convening a general meeting should specify the general 
nature of any special business to be transacted. A general 
meeting passed a resolution authorizing the directors to borrow 
30,000/., although the paid-up capital was only 10,000Z. The 
notices convening the meeting did not refer to the proposed 
borrowing. The 30,000^. was borrowed from a building society 
which had its offices in the same building as that in which the 
offices of the company were, and four of the directors and the 
secretary of which were directors and the secretary of the com- 
pany: — Eeld, on the authority of In re Marseilles Extension 
Railway Company, L. R. 7 Ch. 161, and Gaile v. Lewis, 9 Q. B. 
(N.S.) 730, that the knowledge of the officers of the company as 
to the irregularity in summoning the meeting could not be 
imputed to the society ; that on the authority of BoyaX British 
Bank v. Turquand, 6 El. & Bl. 327, the society had a right to 
assume that all the essentials of internal management had been 
carried out by the company ; and that the society was entitled 
to prove for the loan in the winding-up of the company. In re 
Hampshibb Land Gompant. July 9. Yaughan Williams J. 

Counsel: Bramwdl Davis, Q.C., and C. E. E, Jenkins ; Eat- 
dane, Q.G., Eve, Q.G., and E, G. Macnaghten. Solicitors: Munns 
& Longden ; Learoyd, James <fe Mellor, F. E. 



3. GOXFABTT — WlHIiIKO-lTP — Mortgage—Mortgagee's right to 
distrain-^Gompanies Act, 1862 (c. 89), m. 87, 163. Where the 
liquidators and receivers of a company in liquidation, and 
whose property was in mortgage, took possession of the com- 
pany's property and carried on the company's business, so as to 
be in a position to sell it as a going concern, the Court, under 
ss. 87 and 163 of the Companies Act, 1862, refused to give the 
mortgagee leave to distrain for interest accruing since the date 
of taking possession. In re Higoikshaw Mills and Spinning 
Company. July 2. 0. A. (Lindley and Lopes L. JJ.). 

Counsel: Buckley, Q.G., and Bad/ord; Astbury, Q.G,, and 
J. A. Tweedale, Solicitors : Bowdiffes, Bawle & Go,, for Ascrofts 
& Maw, Oldham; Woodcock, Byland A Parker, for Tweedcde, 
Sons & Lees, Oldham. G. I. F. C. 



the executors: — Held, that the balance did not belong to the 
executors for their own benefit, but escheated to the Crown. 
In re Wood. Attobnet-Gbnebal r. Andebbon. July 14. 
Romer J. 

Counsel: Ingle Joyce (Sir B, Webster, A,'0., with him): 
Neville, Q, C, and Bibton. Solicitors : Solicitor to the Treasury ; 
Woodbridge <fe Sons, for Senior <fc Lambert, Bichmond, Surrey. 

F.E. 



6. EXXCVTOB AND DXVI8EE— WILL— ^etrZooms — Fixtures^ 
Tapestry, Tapestry which had been cut and pieced so as to 
cover the walls of a room and the spaces left by the doors and 
mantelpiece, and hung by being nailed to wooden battens let 
into the plaster and nailed into the brickwork : — Held, to pass 
as a fixture under a devise of the mansion-house. Nobton v. 
Dashwood. July 7. Chitty J. 

D'EyncouH v. Gregory, L. B. 3 Eq. 382, followed. 

Counsel: Farwell, Q,G., and T. L, Wilkinson; Byrne, Q,C., 
and Dunham, Solicitors : Long & Gardiner ; Morse <fc Simpson, 

W. 0. D. 



6. XETB0P0U8 — KAKAGEXEVT ACTS ~ Sewer — Drain— 
Metropolis Management Act, 1855 (c. 120), ss. 69, 250. Judgment 
of Divisional Court (the Lord Chief Justice and Wright J.), 
reported [1896] 2 Q. B. 95, aflarmed. Thb Qubkn v. Vmtby of 
St. Matthbw, Bethnal Gbeen. July 14. C. A. (Lord Esher 
M.B. and A. L. Smith L. J.). 

Counsel: Jelf, Q,G,, and Beven ; B, G, Glen. Solicitors 
C. E. Mortimer ; B. Voss. E. L. 



7. PATEKTfl, DSBIOKS, AKD TRADE XABKB AOTB, 1888 to 
1888 (o. 67), B. 87— BEOISTEB OF TBABS-KABX8— C%an^« of 

name. Where a limited company the registered owner of a 
trade-mark changes its name, the comptroller's duty is on 
request to substitute the new name for the old name on the 
register. Ex parte New Obmondb Ctole Company. July 10. 
North J. 

^li^rCounsel: J. Cutler; Ingle Joyce. Solicitors: B. E. Campbdl; 
Solicitor to the Board of Trade. D. P- 



4. S80HEAT— PB00EED8 OF BALE KOT EFFEOTUAILT DIS- 
POSED 0¥— Intestate^ Estates Act, 1884 (c. 71), ss. 4, 7. A tes- 
tatrix devised a house of which she was legally seised in fee to 
her executors upon trust for sale, and out of the proceeds to pay 
her debts, funeral expenses, and legacies. There was no residuary 
gift. She died without an heir, and after payment of the debts, 
&c., there was a balance of the proceeds of sale in the hands of 



8. TBirST— PEBSOKAL UABILITT OF TRUSTEES. Where fl 
testator gives power to his trustees to appoint a manager of the 
estates, who might be one of themselves; but directed them to 
require annual accounts; the trustees are guilty of culpa lota 
if they fail to call for annual accounta Interlocutor of the 
Second Division of the Court of Session, 22 Bettie 776, reversed, 
Cabbuthebs v. Cabbuthbbs and Othebs. July 13. H. L- 
(Lords Herschell, Watson, Macnaghten, Morris, Shand and 
Davey). 

Counsel: A. 8. D. Thomson; John Craigie (both of the 
Scottish Bar). Solicitors: Banger, Burton & Frost, for Finlay 
<fc Wilson, S.S.G., Edinburgh ; Bobine, Hay, Waters <fc Lucas, for 
Mackenzie «fc Black, W.S., Edinburgh. G. J. W. 
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nonCB TO BOIiIGITOBa 



With ike view of inmuring the greaiest possible accuracy and 
wpiditff in the various pvblieatioHS connected with the Law 
Skportb, ike VouncU wiU he obliged, if the Solicitors to whom 
9p]^ieaiion is vuide bg any Beporter acting for the Council, 
will as soon as possible after application furnish the neceS' 
sary Papers, together with afiy information in their power as to 
&e names of the various Solicitors engaged in the case. At the 
same iime^ the Council thankfully acknowledge the assistance 
Ifiey have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
feesum in furnishing ihe papers required to prepare accurate 



TABLE OF CASES. 



Alkaldix Beduotion Syndioatb, In re. Ames's Case 

Yaughan WiUiatM J. 79 
AbsWxb's SsiicLlaatfT, In ft. MobMst v. Blackmobe 

aUttyJ. 80 
iPizos r. Gbeat Wibtbbn Bailwat Coup ant . 

Lord Btusell of KiUowen C. J. 80 



COURT OP APPEAL. 



Beoobd of Business. 



OOUBT L 

VsiDAt, July 17. 

Wortkington y. BMnaon.' Appeal from Brace J. DismiBsed. 
Snward y. Bennington, Appeal from Brace J. DisiiUBsed. 
Dvnean 4s Co. y. Older$haw. Appeal from Brace J. Dismissed. 
Basd Barrs Y. Hmiot, Appeal from Pollock B. Dismissed* 
JmgkhWeU AnttraKan Agency, Limited y. RuseeU. Appeal from 
Bmoe J. Allowed. 

Satubdat, July 18. 

Hood iBam r. Herioi. Appeal from Pollock B. Dismissed. 

BoekUy v. Aneah {Began, gamiehee). Appeal from Pollock B. 

Dismissed, 
finmelte A Co. y. Mclhoraiih A Co. Appeal from Collins J. Part 

heard. 

Monday, Jnly 20. 

Tkt Quetfii on (he proeeeution of ihe Bight Hon. George Manners, Baron 
HoitingB y. Sural District (Jouneil of T^mouih. Appeal from 
the Lord Chief Justice and Wills J. Dismissed. 

TUMDAT, July 21. 

lfaiidb«f<0r, Shu^My and Lincolnshire Bailway Company y. Governor, 
Ae.,0/ the Poor of Kingston-upon-Etdh Appeal from Care and 
Wins J J. DiamiMed. 

Na 26.-1898. 



Tn re ihe Taxation of Costs. In re Henry Trinder, Arnold trinder, 
and Frederick Hugh Capron, de. Ex parte Heddle. Appeal 
from Pollock B. Allbwed. 

Willesd^^ Local Board v. Wright. Appeal from Pollorfc B. Dis- 
missed. 

Wbdnxsdat, July 22. 

Gill ▼. Great Eastern BaUway Company. Appeal from Cave and 
Wills JJ. Dismissed. 

Fvder v. Foster. Appeal from Wright J. Dismissed. 

The HamilUm. British and Foreign Marine Insurance Company and 
Others ▼. Hamilton Steamship Company, Limited. Appeal tiofn 
Baraes J. Part heard. 

Thubsdat, July 23. ' 

The Hamilton. British and Foreign Marine Insurance Company and 
Others Y.Hamilton Steamthip Company^ Limited. Appeal from 
Barnes J. Dismissed. 

Barwick and Others v. Ind, Coops and Company, Limited/' Appeal 
from Wills J. Cur. adv. vult. 



COURT n. 

Monday, July 20. 



'In re Chapman. Cocks ▼. Chamnan. Appeal of defendant from 
order of Kekewich J., dated December 17, 1895, and summons 
to vary. 

In re Same. Same t. Same. Appeal of defendant from order of 
Kekewich J., dated June 5, 1896. 

In re Same. Same y. Same. Appeal of plaintiff frbtn order of 

< Kekewich J., dated Jane 17, and summons to vary. Part henrd. 



Tuesday, July 21. 
Ooehs y. Chapman, Three appeals. Hearing oon- 



Ifi re Chapman. 

eluded. Cur. adv. mdt. 
Taylor y. Pease. Appeal from Bomer J, 



Part heard. 



Wednesday, July 22. 

£0147 y. Earl Winterton. Appeal from Kekewich J. Dismissed. 
Tayhr y. Pease. Appeal from Bomer J. Part heard. 



During the sittings of the Courts The Weekly Notes ictH he pMiehcd 
on Satnrday, and will generally oomprioe Notes of Dedeions up to and 
including tJum of the previoui Thursday. AU ea»ei of permanent 
interest noted herein will be reported in full in The Law Bepobts. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



Thete notes are numbered for oonvenienoe of rrferenoe^ 
e.g. W. N. (96) 79 (1). 



1. COMPAKT — WnfD30-irP — Contributory — Bonus shares — 
Companies Act, 1867 (c. 131), 8. 25. By a contract with a 
trustee for a company about to be formed it was agreed that 
seyenty-fiye out of the hundred shares of the company should be 
allotted as fully paid up to the vendors as the consideration for 
the property thereby agreed to be sold, and this agreement was 
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filed with the B^strar of Joint Stock Oompanies. Shortly 
after the incorporation of the company some friends of the 
Tenders were willing to subscribe in cash for the rest of the 
shares; and it was suggested that the vendors were reodying 
too many shares and too great a voting power^ and that they 
should give up twenty-five of their shares to these cash sub- 
scribers. Subsequent resolutions of the board of directors^ and 
another agreement with the company, recognised that 5000^. in 
cash had by mistake been omitted from the former agreement 
although it was part of the consideration^ and confirmed the 
payment of that sum to the vendors, and subject to this altera- 
tion and to twenty-five of the seventy-five shares being dis- 
tributed by the vendors among the cash subscribers, and to the 
approval of an extraordinary general meeting of the company, 
the old agreement was adopted. The new agreement was also 
filed with the registrar. An extraordinary meeting approved 
the transaction, and the company then allotted twenty-five of 
the vendors' shares to tlie cash subscribers direct, under cer- 
tificates stating that the shares were fully paid up. No invita- 
tion was given to.the public to apply for shares, although it 
was contemplated that the public should be appealed to later 
on. In the winding-up of the company certain creditors 
proved their debts, and the liquidator applied to have the cash 
subscribers (some of whom were directors at the time of the 
above transaction) placed on the list of contributories. 

EM, that if the vendors had been entitled to the twenty-five 
distributed shares the effect of allotting the shares to the cash 
subscribers direct would not have placed the latter in a worse 
position than if the shares had been allotted to the vendors and 
then transferred, but that as the vendors were never entitled to 
the twenty-five shares as part of the consideration, and the 
agreement was really between the company and the cash sub- 
scribers for a gift of shares from the company to the cash sub- 
scribers, the filing of the contracts did not help the subscribers, 
and they were liable to contribute the full nominal amount of 
the bonus shares in cash. In re Alkalths Beduotiox Stndi- 
OATB. Ames's Cas& July 18. Yaughan Williams J. 

Counsel: Oro$oenor Woods, Q.C, C. E. E. Jenkins, and 
Mwnns; Farwdl, Q.C, R.J. Parker, and Howard Wright; Jelf, 
Q.C., and Qeorge Hart ; Byrne, Q.C, and Meihold ; Ingle Joyce ; 
Eve, Q,C., and Martelli. Solicitors : Munns <fc Longden ; F. C. 
MaihewB, Browne A Co. ; Freshfidds & WtUiams; Undo ia Co. ; 
Bfidd, Johnson <fc Jecks ; Ingle, Cooper A Holmes ; 0. E. PhU- 
hick, for BaitishUl A Houlditch, Exeter. F. K 



shall make and at all times maintain certain works for tke 
accommodation of land adjoiniag the railway, including (iVUcr 
alia) sufficient fences to prevent cattle of the owners or oocn- 
piers of such land from straying thereout By sect 78 Un 
company " shall not be compelled to make any fortiier ai 
additional accommodation works . . . after the expiration . . .tl 
five years from ... the opening of the railway for public na' 
Owing to a defect in a fence belonging to the defendinii,! 
railway company, and separating their railway from land in tk 
occupation of the plaintiff^ a colt of the plaintiff escaped fimi 
such land through the fence on to the land of the defendi&ti 
and was injured. The fence in question was erected bjth 
defendants for the purpose of preventing cattle from sfiim 
but was not so erected until more than five years alter tti 
opening of the railway for public luei—Held, that sect 73 dH 
net relieve the defendants from liability to make good tbi 
plaintiff's loss. Dixon v. Gbkat Wbstkbn Bailwat Goxpin 
July 15. Lord Bussell of Eillowen C. J. 

C!ounsel: Montague Lush; Bucknill, Q.C., and Zyf^fo. 
Solicitors : Oraham Cordon ; Nelson. J. F. C 



2. EAILWAY— ^TATVTOEY JSBOS— Defect in— Limitation, 
By sect. 68 of the Railways Glauses Act, 1845, the company 



3. tEITLBIIBn OV SKTLffB'8 
MTWAMJ UWE Unaan—Bankruptcy qf seUlorSrsad 4 
trust— Forfeiture. In 1878, property of the settlor was nnffi 
to trustees, upon trust to pay the income to the settlor nnifl ii 
death, or his becoming bankrupt, or until he should a»igi« 
incumber the same, or do or suffer anything wherebxflt 
income or some part thereof should become payable to « 
vested in some other person. The settlor subsequently indoeei 
the trustees to lend him nearly the whole of the trust foodci 
the security of his personal covenant, and the money ^ 
obtained was applied by him for his own purposes. In Itt 
the settlor became bankrupt After the bankruptcy, pion4 
ings were instituted against the trustees, by the persoofii^ 
titled to the trust fund after the cesser of the settlor's intm 
to compel them to make good the breach of trust, and theM 
was replaced. The question now argued was, whether tt 
settlor's life interest had determined previously to the bm 
ruptcy by the dissipation of the trust fund :— j 

HM, that the settlor's life interest had not been fozfe^ 
prior to the bankruptcy, and that the limitation until M 
ruptcy being void as against his creditors, the 8®**^^'']'^ 
interest passed to his trustee in bankruptcy. In re Bbiw» 
SsTTLXMENT. MoBTON r. Blackmobb. July 15. GhittyJ' 

Counsel: Bymey Q.C., Farwell, Q.C., and St. John C?<* 
Levett, Q.C., and Rihton. Solicitors: A. M. Bradley; ^^ 
bridge & Sons. W.CU 
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VOTZCa TO BOIiIOITOBa 



IFSa Ae view of insuring ihe greatui po$iibIe aceuraeif and 
nfUUff in He varioue pMicatioM eonneded ufiA Ae Law 
Sdobtb, Oe Oaunca wU he obliged, if Ae SolieUors to whom 
^ffUeaiion ie made hg any Beporier acting for ihe CoancU, 
wB ae eoon a$ possible after applioation furnish the neces* 
sanfPajpers, together wiA any information in their power as to 
Aenames of ihe various Solicitors engaged in ihecase. At ihe 
same Umct ihe Council ihankfutty acknowledge ike assistance 
Iky have aireadg received from so many mem^bers of the Pro- 
fesAm im fumisihing ihe papers required to prepare accurate 
fiports* 



TABLE OF CASES. 



Bahs (or Ro68) V. Boss 

Bmnr aid OnixBg, Apfs. ; Pbbks8» Bebp. 

Dn0i*B (Eabl of) Bkitled Estates, In tt 

DoROB, In ft. ICatbbov v. LuDino 

EmsT 9. LoMA Gold MmBi 

GiAT, £ifi8. Autt ID. Sbabs 

Hmr «. LoBD Wihtibtov 

Niv TBinTAAL OoxPAinr, In rt 

POUIBD*! BSTTLSMXHT, In rt 
%UaUM V. BUBLET 



Yaughan 



.H.L. 

.H.L. 
ChiUvJ. 
lUmerJ. 
ChiUyJ. 
NorAJ. 

.a A. 



Wiaiam$J. 
.CJL 

.aA. 



FAttB 
88 



83 
82 
82 
88 
84 
82 



OOTJBT OP APPEAL. 



BaooBD or BuBDnsa. 



OOUBT L 

FftXDAT, July 24. 

£i rt Ward, Appeal firom Mr. Begiitmr linklater. Dimiflwd. 
A| T. Bead. Appeal from Hawkiiui and Kennedj J J. Flut heard. 

ICovDATt July 27. 
BflMMftt <ft Cb. y. McUwraUk ^Oo. Appesl ftom CoUina J. Cur. 



SUfy.Bmd. Appeal froB Half kins and Kennedy JJ. Dlmlaed. 
IhiyUuj Herman A Co. ▼. Gbtteofi. Applioatioo of plaintifffl to dia- 

Biss defendant's appc al for want of proseoution, &c. Dismissed, 
fuiUmham Vihan Ditirict CouneH T. Wifliamton A 8(m9, Limited, 

Appeal from Day J. Dismissed. 

TmnAT. Jnly 28. 

Seaman t. Barley, Appeal from Day and Lawranee JJ. Dlsmimed. 
l^rs^oni t. Bblsie aad Kimg, Application for Judgment or new trial. 
AOflfwed* v^v 

Ba37.— 1896w 



Mercantile Agency Company^ Limited y. Fliiuieik Chalybeate Company, 
Application for judgment or new triaL Dismissed. 

WiDnsDAT, July 29.,^ 

MimhaU y. Houiton. Application for judgment or' new triaL Dis- 
' missed 

Thubsdat, July 80. 

BdUantyne A Co, and Others y. Jlfa(^f nnofi. Appeal ifrom the Lord 

Ghief Jnstioe. Dismissed. 
Barwick and Othere y. Ind, Coope & Co^ Limited. Appeal from 

Wills J. Dismissed. 
Cohn y. Tranevaal Exploring Company, Limited. Application of 

Defendant Company for judgment or [new trial. Judgment for 

defendants. 



OOUBT XL 



Thubsdat, July 23. 

Ta^ y. Peaee. Appeal fiom Bomer J. Dismissed. 
TnrePdUard^BSetaemenL Appeal from Chitty J. Dismissed. 
Maoaire y. Aarom. Appeal from Eekewich J. Part heard. 

Fbidat, July 24. 

iifaoa^ y. Aarone, Appeal from Kekewich J. Dismissed. 
PiU-PiUi y. E, George & Co. Appeal firom Kekewich J. Part heard. 

ICoHDAT, July 27. 

Wait y. Watt (DiyoroeX Appeal from Barnes J. Dismissed without 
oosts, by arrangment. 

Saundert y. Seyd and Kdly*% Credit Index Company, 8eyd and 
EeUy*$ Credit Index . Company y. Saunden. Appeal from 
Stirling J. Dismissed. 

In re Fagan. Fagan y. Fagan. Appeal from Kekewich J. Dis- 
missed. 

In re Harman^s Empress, d:e.. Company. Appeal from Stirling J. 
Dismissed. 

TUBBDAT, July 2a 

Birley y. Birley, Appeal fnm Kekewich J. Dismissed. 

Jk re Marriage, Neave it Co^ Limited. North of England, ite,. Corps- 
ration y. Marriage, Neate A Co., Limited. Appeal from Keke- 
widhJ. Partheaid. 



Wbdkbsdat, July 29. 

Frieker y. Van QnUten. Appeal from Kekewich J. Allowed. 
£i re Smith. Bain-Y, SmOh. Appeal from Kekewich J. Allowed. 
In re Bidiard Jameson, a Solieitor, Appeal from Kekewich J. Part 
heard. 



Dwring the sittings of the OourtsTBE Wbexlt ISiomwiahepMished 
em Saturday, and miU generaUy comprise Notm ofDeoieions up to and 
induding those of the previous Thursday. AU eases of p e r m anen t 
interest noted kerein wiU he reported infuU in Turn Law Bbfobts. 
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NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



TkMe noie$ are numbered for oofifmiicNM ofr^erenee^ 
e.g. ir.^.(96)82(l). 



1. APPEAL — GBDIIKAL GAUBE OB MATTER — Poor-rate, 
enforcement of— Judicature Act, 1873 (c. 66), s. 47. Where, 
under a local Act which proTided that justices might enforce 
payment of poor-rates by warrant of distress, and in default of 
distress by imprisonment in the common gaol or house of 
correction^ the justices granted an application for a distress 
warrant subject to a case^ and the Diyisional Court upon the 
hearing of the caJse affirmed their order: — Hddy that no 
appeal lay to the Court of Appeal from the judgment of the 
Divisional Court on the ground that it was in a '' criminal 
cause or matter" within s. 47 of the Judicature Act, 1873. 
Seaman v. Bublet. July 28. C. A. (Lord Esher M.B., 
Kay L. J., and A. L. Smith L. J.)- 

Counsel: Jelf, Q.C., and B. C. Glen; Channell, Q.C., and 
JMdrett, Solicitors: J, R. Eortin ; Under ivood, Sa7i <fc Fiper, 

E. L. 



2. GOMPAKT — MEETHTG OF 8HABEH0IDEB8 — Sjpecial 
resolution — Show of hands — Proxies — Companies Act, 1862 
(c. 89), «. 61 — Blanks in proxy — Validity — Implied Authority to 
fill up—Stamp Act, 1891 (c. 39), s, 80. At a meeting of the 
shareholders of a company conyened for the purpose of passing 
a special resolution, though the articles provide that votes may 
be given personally or by proxy, a member present only by 
proxy has no right to vote upon a show of hands. 

Notice of the intention to hold an extraordinary general 
meeting to confirm a special resolution, giving the date, place, 
and hour of meeting, and the resolution, was sent to all the 
members of the company; accompanying this notice was a 
circular from the chairman and secretary, with a proxy 
attached asking that the proxy might be returned to the 
directors in favour of the resolution. By a printer's error, the 
date and hour of the meeting were left blank in these proxies. 
The secretary having discovered this omission, sent a post-card 
to each member, mentioning the omission, requesting him to 
fill up the blanks, a^d stating that h^ should assume he had 
authority to fill in the blanks in proxies already received. The 
secretary filled in the blanks in several proxies. Objection having 
been taken that the omission of ihe date avoided the proxy 
• paper under sect. 80 of the Stamp Act, 1891 :—Eeld, that the 
date of the meeting could be filled in by the person having the 
necessary authority, that the secretary in the present case had 
an implied authority to fill in the date after the proxies 
had been received, and that the proxies were valid and might 
be used. Ebnest v, Loma Gold Mikes, Limited. July 24. 
Chitty J. 



In re Caloric Engine and Siren Fog Signals Company, 62 L. T. 
(N.S.) 846, foUowed. 

In re Bidwell Brothers, [1893] 1 Ch. 603, disapproved. 

Counsel: AsUon Cross; E, W, Stock. Solicitors: W, Z 
Hart ; Powell & Burt, W. C. D. 



3. OOXPAKT —WIHDnrG- UP— Construction of articles— 
" Surplus assets^* The capital of a company roistered imder 
the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890, was 100,200/. in 100,000 
ordinary and 200 founders' shares, all of II. each. One of the 
articles provided that the profits in each year should be applic- 
able in or towards payment of a dividend of 8 per cent on the 
amount paid up on the ordinary shares, and the surplus (if 
any) should be divided, as to one-fifth among the holders of 
founders' shares, and as to the other four-fifths among the 
holders of ordinary shares in proportion to the amounts for the 
time being paid up thereon. Another article provided bb 
follows : '* If the company shall be wound up, one-fifth of the 
surplus assets (if any) shall belong to and be divided among 
the holders of founders' shares, and the remaining four-fiftha of 
such surplus assets shall belong to and be divided among the 
holders of ordinary shares in proportion to the amount of 
capital paid up on the shares held by them." Ail the shares 
except one founders' share were issued and fully paid up. The 
company went into voluntary liquidation, and after payment of 
all the debts and costs a sum of about 90,0002. remained for 
distribution amongst the shareholders. The liquidator raised 
the question whether the 90,000/. was divisible on the basis of 
the holders of founders' shares receiving one-fifth and tiie 
holders of ordinary shares the remaining four-fifths, or whether 
the expression "surplus assets" meant the assets remaining 
after making good the paid-up capital as well as discharging 
the debts and costs : — Beld, that " surplus assets " had not 
such a recognised technical meaning that in all cases it mnst be 
taken to describe the assets remaining after payment of the 
debt and costs only, and that having regard to both articles it 
meant in this case the assets remaining after paying debts and 
costs and recouping the paid-up capital subscribed by all the 
shareholders. In re New Tbansvaal Company. July 23. 
Vaughan Williams J. 

Counsel: Bowden; Eve, Q,C., and Godefroi ; Herbert Beed, 
Q, C, and Hansell. Solicitors : Lewis <fc Lewis ; J. H. Moggridge ; 
Cronin, Orgill, <fc Cronin. F. E. 



4. POBEIOK LAW— LSZ LOCI POBI — Action against deceased 
partner. The plaintiffs were creditors of a firm in which the 
partners were S. and D., carrying on business in Spain. B* 
died in England leaving property in that country, where also 
his executors resided. The action was brought on behalf of the 
plaintiffs and the other joint creditors of the firm, claiming 
th%jb4»the estate of D., after satisfying his funeral and testa- 
mentary expenses and separate debts, was liable to the joint 
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debts of the finn^ and for adminiBtration on that footing. The 
defence ma that the lights of the plaintiff were gOYemed by 
ihe kw of Spain, nnder which the joint cieditors woie not 
eaiitled to payment out of the Bepaiate estate of a deceased 
partner nntil they had exhausted the property of the fiim : — 
Bdd, foUowing BuUoek r. Caird, L. B. 10 Q. B. 276, that the 
matter stated in the defence was mere procedure, and that 
the defence was bad. In re Dostoh. Mathison v, Lunwio. 
JnlySl BomerJ. 

Coinwel: Eve, Q.C^ and Howard Wright ; CozeM-ffardy, Q.C, 
and Oartmdl. Solicitors : Frethfidde & Wiaiarm ; Norton, Rose, 
Norton & Co. p. R 



6.OTAU)IAV AHD WABB— MAamVAHCE AHS E8TAB- 
umilT or FDFIL HUB. Where the mother is the sole 
goudian of the heir to large estates the sum allowed the mother 
for the up keep of establishment and education of the heir 
ought to be such sum as prudent guardians would allow to her 
"m mother," To decide what is a reasonable sum all the cir- 
cometances of each case must be considered; the goyeming 
cooBideiatian being what is for the interest of the heir. 
InieilocDtors of the Court of Session, Scotland, yaried. Babnbs 
(or Boss) V. Boss. July 27. H. L. (Lord Halsbury L.a, and 
I/ads Watson, Herschell, Morris and Shand). 

Comisd: B, B. Edldane, Q.C., and J, A. Clyde (Scottish Bar); 
A. Oraham Mwrray, L.A., Q.C, and Dickson, Q.C, Solicitor^ 
Qtneral for Scotland, and James J. Pitman (Scottish Bar). 
Solidtors: J^artin & Leslie, for KeUh B. Maitland. W.S., Edin- 
Iwigh; Orahames, Currey & Spens, for J. &. F. Anderson, W.8., 
^^bmgt G. J. W. 



6. KASBISD WOXAV— SZPABATS ESTATE —i^es/mtn^ on 
anticipation — Bemoval hy the Court — Payment of debts incurred 
(^inngh extravagance — Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881 
(c- il), t. 39. The Court will not make an order under sect 89 
of the Conyeyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881, in a case 
vhera it is sought to remoye the restraint on anticipation 
nwrdy for the purpose of raising money for the payment of 
^te incnired through the extrayagance of the married woman 
or her husband. In re Pollabd's Settlkmbnt, July 23. 
0. A. (Lindley, Lopes and Bigby L. J J.)- 

Connsel: Farwdl, Q.C, and Johnston Edwards; Bartley 
Dmniss, BoMoiioT: Hood Barrs. W. W. K. 



7, PATBET— MSCLAHIBB— Pa<cn< Act, 1883 (c. 57), ». 26. 
^Ifhete m a petition for reyocation of a patent the judge holds 
that all the claims are bad and orders the patent to be reyoked, 
wd this order is entered on the Begister of Patents, the Court 
^ Appeal, if it is of opinion that one claim is good, should 
»^erse the order below and order that the patent be reyoked 



unless within three months, or such further time as the Ck>url 
may allow, the patentee obtain leaye to amend his specification 
by diBclaiming all claims except Uxe good one. Deelet akd 
Others, Ajpps. ; Pebees, Bssp. July 28. H. L. (Lords 
Hersoheli, Macnaghten, Morris and Shand). 

Counsel: Moulton, Q.C, Wallace, Q.C, and Horace Bowlands; 
Terrell, Q.C, and Bylands. Solicitors: Sttbbard, Gibson & Co., 
for Bowlands A Co., Birmingham; Wak^ord, May & Wouffe. 

J. M. M. 



8. flBTTUD[SST-^V8TBVCnOV-''^'ex^ of kin in blood"* 
—Beference to intestacy. Consols were settled on trust, after 
the death of Mary Ann Gray without issue, '' for the person 
and persons who shall be next of kin in blood to the said Mary 
Ann Gray at the time of her decease in case she had so died 
intestate and unmarried":— jBeZc?, that the next of kin, accord- 
ing to the Statute of Distributions, of Mary Ann Gray were 
entitled at her death without issue to Uxe fund. In re Gbat. 
Akebs v. Skabs. July 29. North J. 

Counsel: Henry Terrell; Badcock ; Ingpen. Solicitors: 
George Terrell; CrowdersA Vizard; Hancock & Marrable. 

D.P. 



9. STATUTES OF LDOTATIOHa — SETILEICEET — General 
power of appointment — Beal Property Limitation Act, 1833 
(c. 27), ss. 1, 2, 3, 20— 5caZ Property Limitation Act, 1874 (c. 57), 
ss. 1, 2. At and prior to Lady Day, 1876, a plot of land form- 
ing part of the Deyon Settled Estates was held by S. as tenant 
from year to year. S. continued in possession down to his 
death in 1889, and after that date his representatiyes continued 
in possession. No rent was eyer paid in respect of such plot of 
land after Lady Day, 1876. 

Under a settlement dated in 1857 the Deyon estates, includ- 
ing the reyersion in the plot of land expectant on the tenancy 
of S., stood limited in the eyents which happened to the use of 
the 11th Earl of Deyon for life, remainder to the use of the 
12fch Earl for life, remainder to such uses as the 11th Earl 
should by deed or will appoint. This power was exercised by 
the 11th Earl by his will, whereby he appointed the estates to 
H. and others as trustees. The 11th Earl died in 1888, and 
on his death the 12th Earl succeeded to the possession of the 
estates, and died in 1891 without haying recoyered the land in 
question. On the death of the 12th Earl the remainder limited 
to H. and others fell into possession, and the question was 
whether their estate was barred by the Statutes of Limitations : 
— Hdd, that the case fell within the latter part of sect. 2 of the 
Beal Property Limitation Act, 1874, and that the 12th Earl 
being the person last entitled to a particular estate, and not 
being in possession or receipt of the profits of the land in 
question when his interest determined by his death in 1891, 
H. and others had a further period of six years from that time 
to bring their action, and therefore that their estate was not 
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barred. In re Eabl ot Devon's Settled Estates. July 23. 
ChittyJ. 

Connfiel: Byme^ Q.O., and E. Beaumont; G. Cave, Soli- 
citors : Lake & Lake ; Ford, Lloydj Bar&eti & Miche^moref agents 
for ffacker db Michdmorej Newton Abbot G. M. 



10* TBUBTEB— BBSACE OT TRVn-^Statutes of Limitaiionf. 
The effect of sect 8 of the Tmstee Act, 1888, is that, except in 
the three cases of fraud by the trustee, retention of trust pro- 



perty by him, or receipt by him and conyersion of it to his own 
use, a trustee who has committed a breach of trust is entitled 
to the protection of the sereral Statutes of Limitation as if 
actions or proceedings for breaches of trust were enumerated in 
theuL How V, LoBD Wintebtok. July 22. 0. A. (lindlqr. 
Lopes and Bigby L JJ). 

Counsel: Bramwell Davis, Q.C, and Godefroi ; MuMem. 
Solicitors: Bramall, White <fe Sanders, for Harvey A Harvejf^ 
Southsea; Crowders db Vizard, for B. H. Mellersh, Godahning. 

W.W.K 
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VOnCB TO 80UCIT0B& 



With the view of inmiring ihe greatest possible accuracy and 
npiditjf in the various pvblications connected with the Law 
BiPORTS, the CowncU wiU he obliged, if the Solicitors to whom 
sppUeation is made hy any Reporter acting for (he CkmncU^ 
iM as soon as possible after application furnish the neces- 
sary Papers^ together with any information in their power as to 
ike names of the various Solicitors engaged in the case. At (he 
tame time, the Council (hankfvlly acknowledge the assistance 
(key have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in furnishing the papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 



TABLE OF CASES. 



FAGK 

AxDBEWs V. Gab Mkteb Company . . . Kekevoieh J. 87 

ATrojuriT-GsKSBAi. v, Albany Hotel Company . NorUi J, 88 

CiBBASA Mabble COMPANY, In re Vauglian WiUtanu J. 87 
CoNQunr AND Another, Apps ; Emmetts and Anotheb, Bebi-s. 

H. L. S7 

CcsNAGK V. Edwards C. ^. 87 

Bkllwie'b Patent, Inn ChiUy J. 87 

Peicieb v. Van Gbdtten C, A. S6 

Hbbaob Bentb Chabity, Gbeenwich, Inre . . Stirling J. 88 

Uahchisteb (Matob, &a, of), Apps. ; MgAdam, Resp. . H. L. 88 
MABBuas, Neave ft Ci)., In re. Nobth or Englatsd Tbustee, 

DEBBHTrEB ASD ASBETB COBPOBATION V. MaRBIAGE, NeAVE 

4 Co. a A, SI 

Newton, in re. Ex parte National Pboyincl^l Bank op 

EsQLANO Die. Ct. 85 

I^BBON, In the Goods OF .... GoreUBameiJ. 88 

PiBBaUBT r. Balwey Stirling J. 8G 

PsBUMATic TiTffl Company r. J. Pabb & Ci>. . . North J. 88 

BOBIXSON p. KONTQOMEBYBBIBE BbeWBBY COMPANY 

Vaughan WiUiame /. 80 

ScBOLnELD, Afp. ; Eabl of Londesborough, Resp.. . H. L, 8G 

SwTH, In re. Bain r. Bain O. A. SS 

BxiTH r. Ekgubh and Scottish BIebcantile Ikyebtment Trust 

Vaughan WUUanu J. 86 

Tetlet, Inre Vaughan WHliam» J, 8G 



OOUBT OP APPEAL. 



Beoobd of BusnnESfl. 



OOUBT I. 

Monday, AuguBt 3. 
CuBMoci V. Edwards. Appeal from CLitty J. Allowed. 
ittmiU & Co, Y. h'ellicrai(h & Co, Appeal from Collins J. 



Dis- 



Na 28.-189& 



GiUon V. Doughty. Appeal from Pollock B. Allowed. 

The Queen v. Orerseers of the Poor of the Townehip of Preston. Appeal 

from Day and Lavrance JJ. DismifiBed. 
C E. Wxlliame v. /. H. Yates. Appeal from Pollock B. DismisBed. 
Deeot and Another v. Jackson. Appeal f^m Day J. Varied. 

Tuesday, AugnBt 4. 
Kirh Y. Otereeere of the Parish of Plumatead. Appeal from the Lord 

Chief Justice and Wills J. DiBmiflsed. 
In re an ArUtrationy Goniy and Manchester, Sheffield and Lincolnshire 
Railway Company. Appeal from Pollock B. and Bmoe J. 
Allowed. 

Wednesday, August 5. 
Hood Barrs y. Ueriot. Appeal from Day J. Allowed. 



OOUBT IL 



Thubbday, Jnly 30. 

Gtaydon y. Basset. Order for writ of attachment issaed against the 

defendant. 
In re Birhard Jameson^ a Solicitor, Appeal from order dated July 11, 

Dismissed. 
In re Marriage Neare dt Co., Limited. North of England, tCc, Cf»rpo- 

ration y. Marriage, Neare & Co., Limited, Appeal from Eeke- 

wich J. Allowed. 

Friday, Jnly 31. 
No sittings. 

SA1U3DAY, August 1. 

No sit lings. 

Monday, August 3. 
No sittings. 

Wednesday, August 5. 

In re Lumley and Others. Appeal from North J. Ju *gmcnt reserre^^ 

Pneumatic Tyre Company Y. Dunlop. Appeal from Stirling J. Dis- 
missed. 

Marshall y. Erans, Evans Y. MurtJiaU. Appeal from Chitty J. 
DismisBed. 

Boughey Y. Craig. Appeal from Kokewioh J. Part heard. 



During the sittings of the CourU The Weekly Notes tHU hepMisked 
on Saturday, and will generally comprise Notes of Decisions up to and 
including those of the j-rerious Thursday. AU cases of permastent 
interest noted herein will he reported infuU in Tee Law Befobtb. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



Theu notes are numbered for eontenience of rrfersmcs^ 

e.g. W. N. (96) 85 (1). 



1. BAHZBUPTGY — SECUBED C&EDITOR — Amendment of proof 
—Lanlcrujdaj Ad, 1883 (c. 52), Schtd. IL, rr. 12^, 13. By the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, Sched. 11., rule 12a, where a secured 
creditor has valued his security the trustee " may at any time 
redeem it on payment to the creditor of the assessed value''; 
and by rule 13 a secured creditor " may at any time amend the 
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valuation and proof on shewing to tlie satisfaction of the 
trustee that . . . the secnrity has diminished or increased in 
value since its previous valuation." A secured creditor valued 
his security, which subsequently greatly increased in value, and 
the trustee thereupon offered to redeem it, and tendered to the 
creditor payment of the assessed value, which he refused to 
receive : — Eeld, that the offer to redeem and tender of ])ayment 
by the trustee did not disentitle the creditor to subsequently 
amend his valuation and proof under rule 13. In re Newton. 
jEx|>arfe National Provincial Bank of England. Aug. 4 
Divisional Court (Vaughan Williams and Wright J J.). 

Counsel : Mtiir Mackenzie ; K Reed, Q,C., and T. E, Wtatherley, 
Solicitors : Sibby & Dickenson, Bristol ; WHdehergcr cfc Moore, 

W.A. 



2. BAHKBXrFTGT— POST-HTTFTIAL 8ETTLEMEHT — Considem- 
tion — Intent to defeat and delay creditors — 13 EUz, c, 5 — The 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (c, 52), «. 47. In October, 1894, the 
bankrupt, who was married and had then recently attained the 
age of twenty-one years, executed a post-nuptial settlement 
whereby he settled property upon trust for himself for life, or 
until he should charge or incumber his life interest, with a giffc 
over for the benefit of his wife and children. The consideration 
for the settlement was a covenant by his mother to pay him 
duiing her life an annuity of 50/. per annum, and a covenant 
by his bi-other to pay him an annuity of 25/. i^er annum until a 
certain event, when the brother was to be i-epaid. The settle- 
ment had been induced by the mother and brother with the 
view of saving the bankrupt's property, as he was a man of very 
extravagant habits and had already during his minority in- 
curred debts to a considerable amount. A sum of 3000/. was 
left out of the settlement to pay these debts, and was handed to 
him for that purpose. In May, 1895, the bankrupt charged his 
life interest under the settlement, and in October, 1895, a 
receiving order was made against him. The trustee claimed 
that the settlement was void both under sect. 47 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and also under 13 Eliz. c. b:—Edd, that 
the settlement was not void under sect. 47> as the covenant of 
the mother was a suf&cient consideration for it ; and further, 
that it was not void under the Statute of Elizabeth, as the 
evidence failed to shew that it was executed with intent to 
defeat and delay creditors. In re Tbtlkt. July 23. Yanghan 
Williams J. 

Counsel: Reed, Q.C., and Carrington; Bigham, Q.C., and 
EUjood; Macaskie and St. Gerrans, Solicitors: S, Kent, Burt 
& Powell ; Bell, Brodrick & Co. H. L. F. 



4. CHABITT— BXaxrXST TO VAINTAIK TOXB 80 LOVO Afl 

THE LAW FKBMITB— Validity. A testator, after expressing his 
wish to be buried in the inclosure in which his child lay in the 
churchyard of E., bequeathed to the rector and churchwardens 
for the time being of the parish churdi 800/. Consols, to be 
invested in their joint names, the interest and dividends to be 
derived therefrom to be applied, so long as the law for the time 
being permitted, in keeping up the inclosure and decorating 
the same with flowers i—Eeld, that the giffc was valid for at 
least a period of twenty-one years from the testator's death, and 
semhle that it was not charitable. Pibbbioht v. Salwkt. 
Aug. 6. Stirling J. 

Counsel: Eastings, Q,C., John Eendtrson, and W. T. 
Lawrance; Buckley, Q.C., and Methold. Solicitors: Datm A 
Sons ; Tathams <fe Fym. H. B. Bl 



6. GOVPAHT— SSBSRTDBB 8TO0X GSBTIFIOATE— Putc^omt 
for value — Authority of agent. A company wishing to bonow 
3000/, inquired whether a firm which had acted as its broken 
would lend the money. The brokers asked G. to lend upwards 
of 6000/. on the security of a debenture stock certificate of the 
company for 8000/., but he consented to lend 6000/. only, and 
then only on the condition that before he paid the money the 
certificate should be deposited with his bankers. After one of 
the brokers had communicated with the company its secretary 
deposited a certificate under its common seal that G. was the 
registered holder of 8000/. debenture stock of the company. 
The certificate also stated that the stock was only transferase 
by deed registered in the company's books. G. then paid 6000/. 
to the broker, who paid the company t)n]y 3000/. :—Edd, that 
G. was not concerned to inquire what were the relations 
between the company and the brokers, and that he was entitled 
to assume that the broker to whom he paid the money had the 
power to deal with the certificate ; that G. was in the positioQ 
of a purchaser for value to the extent of his advance; and 
that in an action to enforce the rights of the deb^tnie 
stock holders he could prove for 8000/. provided he did not 
receive dividends exceeding 6000/. and interest Bobikson r. 
MoNTGOMKBTsmBE Bbkwebt COMPANY. July 31. Yaughan 
Williams J. 

Counsel: Crackanihorpe, Q.C, and Christopher James; JBvf, 
Q.C., and Whinney. Solicitors : Clarice, Rawlins <fc Co. ; Sharftf 
Parker, Pritchards & Barham, for Mathews, James, Crosskey ^ 
Fordham, Birmingham. F. E. 



3. BILL OF SZCHAKOS— ALTXBATIOH— Du/^ of accepti 
Negligence — Accepting hill which gives factlities for alteration — 
Stamp of larger amount than necessary — Estoppel — Bills of 
Exchange Act, 1882 (c. 61), «. 64, suh-s. 1. Decision of the Court 
of Appeal, [1895] 1 Q. B. 536, after consideration affirmed and 
appeal dismissed with costs. Soholfield, App.; Eabl of 
LoNDBSBOBOUOH, Besp. July 31. H. L. (E.) (1101x1 Halsbury L.C., 
and Lords Watson, Macnaghten, Morris, Shand and Davey). 

Counsel: Asquith, Q.C, E. Morten, and Roskill ; Je\f, Q.C, 
A. T. Lawrence, and C. K. Francis. Solicitors : Smith, Faxvdon 
& Low ; Saltwdl, Tryon <fc SailiwelL J. M. M. 



6. OOMPAlfT— DEBSNTUBB8— Prtor»<2^. A company issoed 
debenture stock purporting to be a first charge and which ga^e 
a floating security on all its assets. It afterwards iss^^ 
debentures to other persons which also purported to be a first 
charge and gave a like floating security: — Eeld, that the 
holders of the debentures, whether they had or had not Dotice 
of the issue of the stocJc, did not obtain priority over, but 
ranked after the stock-holders. Smith v. Eholish and 
Scottish Msbcantile Investment Trust. Aug. 6. Vaiighan 
Williams J. 

Counsel: MarteXli; Kirhy; Whinney. Solicitors: ^^ ^' 
Crump <fc Son ; Slaughter <fc May ; Ashurst, Morris, Crisp A Co. 

F.E. 
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7. OOMPAmr, LDQTED — rates — Distress — Change of occu- 
pancy — Receiver and Manager — 43 Eliz. c, % s. 2 — Poor-rate 
Assessment and Collection Act, 1869, c 41, «. 16. The debentures 
of a limited company created an e^nitable charge on all the 
property of the company, and were secured by a coTering deed 
comprising the company's mills. Jteceivers and managers weie 
Afterwards appointed under an order of the Court in an action 
by the debenture-holders, and thereupon went into possession 
of the company's mills. Prior to that appointment and posses- 
sion the churchwardens and overseers of the i)arish in which 
the mills were situate had made rates in advance for the half- 
year ending at a date subsequent to the date on which 
possession was taken : — Edd, that the appointment of receivers 
and managers and their tiJcing possession did not create a 
change of occupancy within sect. 16 of the Poor Bate Assess 
ment and Collection Act, 1869, and that the churchwardens 
and overseers were therefore entitled to distrain upon the 
eompany'B chattels for the rates. In re Mabriage, Neavs & 
Ga NoBTH OF England Trustee, Debenture and Assets 
Cobpobation v. Marriage, Nbavb & Co. C. A. (Lindley, 
Lopes and Rigby L.J J.). July 30. 

Counael: Warrington, Q,C., ajid Lyttelton CJiulb; Levett, Q.C., 
and A. B. Kirhy, Solicitors: W. W, Young d- Son; Grundy, 
Kershaw, Saxon, Samson & Co, G. I. F. C. 



8. OOXPAHY — MSKOBAHBVX OF A880GIATI0H— 7m-aZi<i 
***^ ^f ¥^eference shares — Rights of holders of such shares. The 
memoiandum of association of a company formed under the 
Joint Stock Companies Act, 1856, stated that the nominal 
capital of the company was to be 60,000/. divided into 600 
shares of 100?., with power to increase the capital as provided 
hy the articles of association. The original articles of asso- 
(Msm contained no provisions as to preference or priority of 
any ckss of shares. The company subsequently altered their 
articles, and purported to issue certain shares bearing a pre- 
ferential dividend of 6 per cent, per annum, and for thirty 
years such dividend was paid to the holders of these shares. 
The dividend paid to the ordinary shareholders had consider^ 
Ably exceeded 5 per cent, and there was now a large surplus 
aTailable for distribution amongst the shareholders: — Held, 
that the decision of Eindersley V.-C, in Hutton v. Scarborough 
OUf Eotd ComjMny, 2 Dr. & Sm. 521, notwithstanding the 
doubts thrown upon it in subsequent cases, and particularly by 
I^ Macnaghten in British and American Trustee and Finance 
Ofrrporation v. Couper, [1894] A. C. 899, at pp. 416, 417, was 
^ a binding authority, which this Court ought to follow; 
that upon the authority of that decision it must be held that 
t^ preference shares were invalidly issued; that the holders 
of such shares were not shareholders in the company, and 
that their only right against the company was to restitution 
® nspect of the breach of contract to issue preference shares 
to them. Ahdrevtb v. Gab Meter Compakt. July 80. Keke- 
wichj. 

Counsel: P. Ogden Lawrence, Q.C., and Eustace Smith; War- 
nngton, Q,C., and Kirhy, Solicitors; Blyth, Dutton, Hartley & 
%^. C. C. M. D. 



9. CWMPAHY— WUrDIHQ-UP— Pe^t^ion— /Sto^M^ory Affidavit, 
Where the petitioneis for a winding-up were absent on tlie 
continent of Europe, the Court allowed the statutory affidavit 
to be made by a clerk to the solicitors acting for them who had 
full knowledge of the proceedings to obtain judgment for the 
debt on which the petition was founded. In re Carrara 
Marble Company. Aug. 5. Vaughan Williams J. 

Counsel : Frank Bussell, Solicitors : Spyer & Sons. 

F.E. 



10, DBMISK— EEPAIB— Coi'ena7i^ioiteepi;i rejxiir—Damagesf. 
Decision of the Court of Appeal, [1895] 2 Ch. 377, affirmed 
after consideration and appeal dismissed with costs. Conquest 
AND Another, Apps.; Emmetts and Another, Respb. July 30, 
H. L. (E.) (Lords Herschell, Macnaghten and Morris). 

Counsel: Ealdane, Q,C., C. E. Sargant, and E, Courthepc- 
Munroe; J elf, Q.C., and P. F, Norton. Solicitors: Banger^ 
Burton & Frost ; Clarke & Calkin, J. M. M. 



11. mXNDLT SOdETT— FAILUBE OT OBJECTS— ^urpZtt 8 
Funds — Charity — Cy-prts — Bona vacantia — BesuUing Tn^t 
In 1810 a society was established to raise a fund, by tho sub- 
scriptions, fines and forfeitures of its members, to provide 
annuities for the widows of its deceased members. In 1830 tho 
rules were revised, and the society conformed to the provisions 
of the Friendly Societies Act, 1829, but the objects of the 
society were in no way altered. By 1879 all the members had 
died, and the last annuitant died in 1892. The surplus or 
unexpended funds of the society amounted to 1250/, :—Eeld, that 
there was no resulting trust in favour of the legal personal 
representatives of those who had contributed to the funds of 
the society ; that the society was not a " charity " so that the 
surplus fund could be applied cy-pres to charitable purposes; 
and that the surplus fund passed to the Crown as bona vacantia. 
CuNVACK V. Edwards. C. A. (Halsbury LX!., A. L. Smith and 
Rigby L. J J.). Aug. 3. 

Counsel: Sir B. Webster, Q,C., A.'G., and Ingle Joyce; 
Bobcrtson Macdonald ; FarweAl, Q,C., and W. D. Bawlins, Q.C. 
Solicitors: Bobbins, Billing & Co., for Marrack, Nalder <fc 
Eockin, Truro ; Eare A Co, G. I. F. a 



12. PATENT— AXSHDXSn OT SFEGI1ICATIOH—Pe^t7to;i /ar 
revocation — Application for leave to amend — Discretion of Court — 
Patents Act, 1883 (c. 67), s, 19. Pending the hearing of a 
petition for revocation, the patentee applied under the Patent* 
Act, 1883 (c. 57), s. 19, for liberty to apply at the Patent Office 
for leave to amend his specification by way of disclaimer. The 
application was opposed by the petitioner on the ground, thai 
leave ought not to be given at the present stage of the petition, 
but should wait till the hearing, in consequence of the recent 
decisions in Moser v, Marsden, 13 Pat. Rep. 25, and Deeley v. 
Ferkes, W. N. (96) 83 (7), which it was submitted had entirely 
changed the status of disclaimers, and made them final for all 
purposes : — 

Held, that the granting or refusing the leave to proceed 
under sect. 19 of the Patents Act, 1883, was still a matter for 
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the judicial discretion of the Court, and that this discretion 
-iiad been in no way interfered with by the decisions relied 
.^n by the petitioner. In re Dkllwik's Patent. July 31. 
•<:ihitty J. 

Counsel: Byrne, Q,a, Bousfidd, Q.G., Wallace, Q.C., and 
•-C. E. E, Jenkins; MouUon, Q,a, Terrell, 0. a, I and A. J, 
Walter. Solicitors: E. C. God/ray; Faithfull iSh Owen. 

W. C, D. 



the costs of the person improperly joined as between solicitor 
and client, and all the costs which he had been ordered to pay, 
and also all the costs of the defendants as between party and 
party. Friokbe r. Van Geuttibn. July 29. C. A. (Lindley, 
Lopes and Rigby L.J J.). 

Counsel: Shearman; Crispe; Fooie. Solicitors: Comins & 
Dreivry ; Sidney Toppin ; Bobbins, Billing & Co. H. C. J. 



13. PATENT ACmOH— PEACnCB— Par<tcu7ar5— Cosfe— Cer^i- 
Jicate of reasonableness — Judgment in default of appearance — 
Patents, &c., Act, 1883 (c. 67), s. 29, suh-s. 6. In an action for 
infringement of a patent in which judgment for the plaintiflfe 
was given in default of appearance by the defendants:— 

Held, that, notwithstanding the default in appearance, the 
<Jourt had jurisdiction, under sect. 29 of the Patents, &c.. Act, 
.1883, to certify that the plaintiflfe' particulars of breaches were 
reasonable and proper. Pneuhaiio Tyre Company i\ J. Paee 
A Co. Aug. L North J. 

Counsel : A. J. Walter. Solicitor : J. B. Purchase. 

W. L. C. 



14, FBACnCE— UTTEBLOCUTOBT XSTUVimOlSl— -Undertaking 
>os to damages — Action on behalf of Crown. An interlocutory 
injunction will as a general rule be granted at the instance of 
•the Attorney-General on behalf of the Crown without req[uiring 
any undertaking as to damages to be given by or on behalf of 
i;he plaintifiL Attobnby-Geneeal v. Albany Hotel Company. 
Aug. 4. North J. 

Counsel: Sir B. E. Webster, A.'G., and Vaughan Hawkins; 
"Sunnfen Eady, Q.C., Jngpen, and E. 6'. Bichards. Solicitors: 
Solicitor Office of Woods ; Leggatt, Bubinstein & Co, 

W. L. C. 

16* FEACnOE— JOIHDXB OF FLAIHTmr WITHOUT AUTHO- 
HITT — *^ Own consent in writing^ — Stay of proceedings — Costs 
— Bules of the Supreme Court, 1883, Order xvi., r. 11. It is 
provided in rule 11 of Order xvi. of the Bules of the Supreme 
Court, 1883, that no person shall be added as a plaintiff in any 
matter, or as the next friend of a plaintiff under disability, 
"' without his own consent in writing thereto " : — Held, by the 
Court of Appeal, reversing the decision of Kekewich J., that a 
jperson could not under the rule be joined as a plaintiff unless 
Tie gave his consent in writing and actually signed it, and the 
-consent of his^ solicitor on his behalf written in his presence 
and signed by the solicitor was not such a consent as was 
required by the rule : — Held, also, that when a solicitor obtains 
the addition of a person as a plaintiff to an action upon an 
informal consent, and orders have been made against such 
person directing him to pay'costs, but without his knowledge, 
the proper course to adopt was that indicated in Nurse v. 
Dumford, 13 Ch. D. 764, and Newbiggin-by-the-Sea Oas Com- 
pany V. Armstrong, 13 Ch. D. 310, namely, to direct a stay of 
All proceedings in the name of the person improperly joined as 
-plaintiff, and all proceedings against him in the action since he 
had been added as a co-plaintiff, and to strike out his name 
for the purpose of all future proceedings; further, the solicitor 
^ho made the improper joinder should be ordered to pay all 



16, FBACnCE — SEGUAITY FOB COSTS — Application after 
delivery of defence — Bules of the Supreme Court, 1883, Order Lxv., 
r. 6. The Court has under Order lxv., rule 6, of the Bules of 
the Supreme Court, 1883, a discretion to order security for 
costs to be given at any stage of the proceedings, and theie is 
no hard and fast rule that the application for security must be 
made before any material step is taken in the action. Accoid- 
ingly, an application by a defendant for security to be given by 
the plaintiff is not too late merely because it is made after the 
delivery of the defence. The rule laid down in Mariano "i. 
Mann, 14 Ch. D. 419, and Lydney and Wigpool Iron Ore Com- 
pany V. Bird, 23 Ch. D. 358, applied. Decision of Kekewich J. 
reversed. In re Smith. Bain v. Bain. July 29. C. A 
(Lindley, Lopes and Bigby L. JJ.). 

Council: J. G. Butcher; Stewart-Smith. Solicitors: WUliam 
A. Crump & Son ; Loughborough, Gedge, Nisbet & Drew. 

H. C. J. 



17. PBOBATE— LOST WILL. The contents of a lost will 
cannot be proved on motion without the consent of the next of 
kin. In the Goods of Fbabson. Aug. 5. Gorell Barnes J. 

Counsel : Bargraue Deane. Solicitors : Bowdiffes, Bawie A Co. 

H. D. W. 



18. BEHT-CHABOX— CEABITABLE TSTTSTS (BXOOTEBY) ACT, 
1891 (o. 17)— Tenant for years— Personal LiahiUty. A mere 
tenant for years is not liable in an action for debt for non-pay- 
ment of a rent-change issuing out of the land of which he is 
in occupation, nor, in the case of a rent-charge created for 
charitable purposes, is he liable in an action by the Charity 
Commissioners in the Chancery Division. In re Hbbbaoi 
Bknts Chabity, Gekbnwioh. Aug. 5. Stirling J. 

Coimsel : Vaughan Hawkins ; Ingle Joyle, Solicitors : Clabon ; 
Ingle, Holmes <fc Smis. H. B. H. 



19. BXVENinS— mOOKE TkX.— Exemption— PMic librarr- 
Urban authority — "Building the property of a literary or 
scientific institution^ — Public Libraries Act, 1892 (c 63), «• ^i 
11, 12, U— Income Tax Act, 1842 (c. 36), s. 61, Sched. A, Bnh 
No. VL Decision of the Court of Appekl, [1895] 1 Q. B. 673, 
after consideration reversed with costs here and below (Lord 
Halsbury L.C. dissenting), on the ground that the buildings 
were entitled to the exemption granted by the Income Tax Act 
Mayor, &o., of Manchestkb, Apps. ; McAdam (Subvbyob of 
Taxes), Besp. July 31. H. L. (E ) (Lord Halsbury L.C., an^ 
Lords Herschell, Macnaghten and Morris). 

Counsel: Lawson Walton, Q.C. and Beginald Brown; ^^^ 
B. B. Finlay, S.G., and Danckwerts. Solicitors: Atistin & 
Austin, for Town Clerk, Manchester; F. C. Gore. J. M. M. 
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aroncis to souciroBa 



With ihe view of imuring the greatest poeeible accuracy and 
rapidiiy in the varioue ptiblicaHone connected vfith the Law 
Ebforts, U^ Council wiU he obliged^ if the Solicitors to whom 
applicaiion is made hff any Beporter acting for the Council^ 
wUl as soon eu possible after application furnish the neces- 
sary PaperSy together vaiik any information in their power as to 
^ names of the various Solicitors engaged in ihe case. At the 
same time, the Council thankfully acknowledge the assistance 
they have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in furnishing the papers required to prepare accurate 
reporfo. 
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OOUBT OP APPEAL. 



Beoobd of BusnnESfl. 



COURT L 

Fbidat, Augnst 7. 

fii n Chapman. Coeke y. Chapman, Appeal fzom Kekewioh J. 

AUowed. 
In re Clarh, Eat parte Beyer, Peacock dt Co,, Limited, Appeal from 

Hr. Registrar Oiffard. Allowed. 
& re Brulgman. Ex parte The Debtor, Appeal from Mr. Regiatrar 

Giffard. Diamined. 
Bifci T. Harrap & Co. Appeal from Y.-G. of County Palatine of 

Lancaster. Dismissed. 
I^dlw Y. SendeO. Appeal Cram Pollook B. Part heard. 

Saturday, Angost 8. 
I^ibf Y. BenddL Appeal from Pollock B. Allowed. 
Qwfte Y. BmiUh (J, Smith & Another, claimants). Appeal from Daj 
and Lawranee JJ. Allowed. 



COXTBT n. 



Monday, Angost 10. 

\hL,0, Limdey and (Hhsrs^ genUemen^ &c. Appeal from North J. 
Dismissed. 

Xa SS9.-18M. 



Bootee y. Shead, Appeal from Day J. Conditional leaYe to defend. 
Boughey Y. Craig, Appeal from Kekewich J. Order Yaried. 
Ofhlen Y. Munigue, Appeal from Kekewich J. Order discharged on 

agreed terms. 
MeadotoB y. Fenn. Appeal from Kekewioh J. Allowed. 
Attorney-General y. Albany Hotel Company, Limited, Appeal from 

North J. Dismissed. 
In re Montagu, Call y. Faher (Probate). Appeal from Barnes J. 

DiBmissed. 



During the eiUingt of the CouHbThe Weekly ^(/mtMhepMiehed 
on Saturday, and toiU generally comprise Notes of Decisions up to and 
including those of the previous Thursday. AU cases of permanent 
interest noted herein totU he reported infuU in The Law Repobts. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These notes are nwmbe/red for contemienee of reference, 
e.g. W, N. (96) 89 (1). 



1. BAHKBUFTCT — ^BAItCBUFTOT KOTICE -—Foreigner — Bank- 
ru2^tcy Act, 1883 (c. 52), ». 4, suh-s, 1 (g) ; s, 6. A judgment 
haYing been recoYered in an action against a foreigner, a bank- 
raptcy notice was issued against him at the instance of the 
judgment creditors, under sect. 4, sub-sect. 1 (y), of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883, foimded upon that judgment. He had not 
resided or had a dwelling-house or place of business in England 
for more than a year, and was at the time of the issue of the 
notice abroad, but, upon his subsequently coming to England 
temporarily, he was sezred with the bankruptcy notice in this 
country. A registrar in bankruptcy had set aside the bank- 
ruptcy notice on the ground that it ought not to haYe been 
issued as the debtor had not within the preceding twelYC 
months ordinarily resided or had a dwelling-house or place of 
business in England, and consequently was not subject to the 
bankruptcy law : — Beld, rcYcrsing his decision, that the issue 
and service of the bankruptcy notice were good, though there 
might be subsequently a question whether under sect. 6 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, the creditors were entitled to present a 
petition. In re CLABtK. Ex parte Bktbb, Psaoook & Go., 
Limited. Aug. 7. C. A. (Lindley, Lopes and Rigby L.JJ.). 

Counsel : T, Willes Chitty and Herbert Chitty ; Muir Mackenzie, 
Solicitors: Fritchard, Engltjidd <fc Co,, for John Leigh, Man- 
chester ; Hanvood & Stephenson, E. L. 



2. BAnCBUPTOT — nJSjnXSR— Equitable execution — Appoint- 
ment of receiver — Jurisdiction — Judicature Act, 1873 (c. 66), «. 26, 
sub^, 8. The Court of Bankruptcy has jurisdiction under 
sect. 25, sub-seoi 8^ of the Judicature Act, 1873, to appoint a 
receiYer by way of equitable execution for the purpose of 
enforcing orders for the payment of money to the trustee in 
bankruptcy. In re GfouDHB. Ex parte Official Bsobiysb. 
Aug. 10. Yaughan Williams J. 

Counsel : Bomer MacJdin and F, P. M. Schiller; A. P. Foley 
and Kiiriber. Solidtois : Adams & Adams ; A, P. Price, 
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3. OOHTSACT — STATUTE OT TKAVJiB — Vendor's name — 
lieference to formal contract. The vendor's name was omitted 
fiom the conditions of sale by auction of a house, and from the 
indorsed fonn of contract to be signed by the purchaser. The 
house was not sold at the auction ; but subsequently defendant 
addressed a letter to J. & Co., who were the auctioneers, 
offering to purchase the house for 850?., and stating that if his 
offer was accepted he would pay a deposit of 35/ and " sign 
contract on the auction particulars." J. & Co. replied by letter, 
stating that on behalf of their client (who was the yendor), 
naming her, they accepted the offer of 350?. for the house — 
describing it— "subject to contract as agreed. We enclose 
draft contract herewith, and shall be glad to receive same 
signed together with cheque for deposit." Tlie contract 
enclosed was practically identical with that embodied in the 
conditions of sale and indorsement, except that the name of the 
vendor was inserted; but the defendant never signed it :—Held, 
that as the offer of the defendant contained the names of both 
contracting parties, there was a valid contract within the 
Statute of Frauds (although J. & Co. were only agents of an 
undisclosed principal) on its being accepted; that J. & Co. 
might have accepted it by parol, and later on disclosed their 
principal's name, and that it made no difference that the 
principal's name was disclosed on acceptance of the offer. 
Morris v. Wilson, 5 Jur. (N.S.) 168, and Commins v. Scott, L. K. 
20 Eq. 11, followed:— ITcW, also, that the acceptance of 
defendant's offer was absolute and not conditional, there being 
a form of contract definitive in all its terms, and clearly 
identified by the offer, and that signature to this was un- 
necessary. FiLBT V. HovNSELL. July 31. Romer J. 

Counsel : Buckmaster ; BeddaJl. Solicitors : Lewin & Co, ; 
J. R, Fakeman. F. E. 



4. FBACnOE — ^DISOOYEBT — Privilege — Right of inspection by 
Court or Jvdge — Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, Order xxxi., 
r. 19 A (2). The word " privilege " in Order xxxi., r. 19 A (2), is 
not to be construed in a narrow sense : consequently the rule 
extends to the case of an objection to produce a document on 
the ground of irrelevancy. Ehrmawn v, Ehsmaitn. Aug. 7. 
Stirling J. 

Counsel: Hastings, Q.C, J, M. Solomon, and T. Willes Chitty ; 
Buckley, Q.C, and ff. Terrell. Solicitors: WUd & Wild ; Gold- 
berg, Langdon, Barrett <fc Netvall. G. A. S. 



[Aug. 15, 1896. 

behalf of the Crown, will not be required to give an lmde^ 
taking in damages as a condition of obtaining an interlocutoiy 
injunction. Attobkbt-Gknxbal v. Albakt Hotxl Compaitt. 
Aug. 10. C. A. (Lindley and Lopes L.JJ.). 

Counsel : Swinfen Eady, Q.C, and Ingpen ; Sir R. E. Webster, 
A.'G., and Vaughan Hawkins. Solicitors : LeggaU, Rubinstein A 
Co. ; Solicitor to the Commissioners of Woods. G. L P. C. 



6. 8SPAEATE ESTATE- BEBTRAOrr OK AKTIdPATIOI- 
Married Women's Property Act, 1882 (c. 75). In a settlement 
made after the Married Women*s Property Act, 1882 came into 
force, a life estate was limited to the wife *' without power of 
anticipation," without inserting the words " for her sole and 
separate use " i—Held, by the Court of Appeal (aflftiming the 
decision of North J.), that the restraint on anticipation wu 
effectual though the words ''for her separate use" vere 
omitted, the statute itself making her interest separate estata 
In re LuiCLKT and Othxbs. Ex parte Hood Babbs. Aug. 10. 
C. A. (Lindley and Lopes L.JJ.). 

Counsel: WHloughby Williams. Solicitors: Hood Bam; 
Edward H. Quiche. H. 0. J. 



6. FBACnOE — IKTEBLOCXTTOBT IKJUKCTOK — Crown — 
Undertaking in damages. The Attorney-General, suing on 



7. TBUSTEE— CALLIHG IS SSCUBJTIEB— Breach of trust. A 
testator had invested money on freehold mortgages, and at his 
death in 1880 the mortgages were good securities. The trnstees 
of his will were authorized to invest on mortgaga His trus- 
tees and executors retained the mortgages till the present time, 
and owing to the general depreciation in the value of land they 
had become very inadequate securities, and could not be lealized 
without great loss : — Held, by the Court of Appeal, that the 
executors and trustees were not guilty of wilful neglect and 
default in retaining the securities, it appearing that they had 
from time to time taken all due care to consider and determine 
what ought to be done in the circumstances in which they 
were placed ; that they had acted as a prudent owner might 
have done, and were at most only guilty of an error of judgment; 
and that they were not liable for the loss which had occurred. 
No opinion was given on the point decided by Kekewich J., 
[1896] 1 Ch. 323. In re Chapmah. Cocks r. Chapman. July 7. 
C. A. (Lindley, Lopes and Kigby L.JJ.). 

Counsel: Swinfen Eady, Q.C, and T. L. Wilkinson; War- 
rington, Q.C, and Gatey ; Warmington, Q.C, and Micklem, 
Solicitors: Colly er-Bristow & Co.; H. A. Maude; Waterhov»^ 
Winterbotham. & Co. G. L F. C. 
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NOTICE TO SUBSCRIBERS. 



If 18 inthtdid daiing the ensuing Long Vacation to publish 
in the Weekly Notbb a selection from reports of recent cases 
decided 1^ the Supreme Courts in Scotland and in Ireland 
nkier imch Berenue Statutes as are common to all parts of the 
United Kingdom. 

It has been frequently hud down by the Courts in England 
Oat dedfiionfl of the Courts of co-ordinate jurisdiction in the 
BBter countries, though not binding authorities, are to be 
tmied with great respect, so far as they are decisions on enact- 
nents, or on prinoiples of general law, which are applicable in 
&^d. This IB especially so in oases on the construction of 
fte Berenue Statutes aboye referred to. It is therefore con- 
fidered that the reproduction of these reports in England, so 
&r SB this can be done in the limited space placed at the dis- 
poBil of the Council by the temporaiy dosing of the Courts, 
vill be useful to the entire Profession. 

The Scottish Reports will (by the permission of the pro- 
pnetois) he reprinted from Bottle's Beports, with such explana- 
tions as may be necessary to make the Scottish technical words 
ofprocednre intelligible here. The Irish Beports will be (with 
the penniasion of the Council of Law Beporting in Ireland) 
npinted from the current series of Beports thera In both 
ttfleB, such abridgment will be made as may be found con- 
iBBie&i 



COURT OF SESSION, SECOND DIVISION. 

NoTember 17, 1891. 

C^UAT Bbttaik Stbahship Pbbmium Assooiatiok, Pursuers 
(Appellants). 
James L. Whttb, Defender (Bespondent). 

19 Bettie (Court of Session Bep. 4th Series), 109. 

Sbmp-dmtjf—Sea insurance — Time poUoy^ including a number of skipe 
-<3fi'im$andlnlaMdIUvenueAci,18e7i30VieLe,23% 
<"d f. i^IfUerpretaiian Ad, 1889 (52 A 58 Viet. o. 68), 8. 1 (6). 

The GnstomB and Inland Beyenue Aot, 1867, 8. 1, enaots that there 
8baII he^oharged the eeyezal daties zespectlTely specified in sohediileB 
A, B. and to the Act. 

Schedule B,— " . . . For eyery policy of sea insoranoe for time, in 
'^"P^ of every fixll Bum of lOOZ., and in respect of any fractional part 
^'f 1002. thereby insured, where the insurance shall be made for any 
*«*» not ezoeedu&g six months, 8d." 

Sect 4 defines sea insuranoe as meaning, inter cUia, '* any insnrance 
. . . msde upon any ship or yessel." 

Sect 1 of the Interpretation Act, 1889, provides— (1) that in any 
Act pueed after 1850, unless the contrary shall appear Q>) words in 
tile aingiilar shall inolade the plural, and words in the plural shall 
iidode the shigular. 

Hdd that a time policy of insurance embracing a number of vessels 
Y^ Bepuate earns insured on each was properly stamped at the 
wrtj oQoespoiidiag to the aggregate sum insued. 

Ho.iKl-t8B& 



< On SOth NoYember, 1887, John Holman & Sons, shipowners 
and insurance brokers, London, on behalf of themselyes and 
all persons interested, insured with J. L. Whyte, merchant, 
Glasgow, and certain other underwriters, 119 steamers, men- 
tioned in a list attached to the policy, for the space of 1^ days 
from 10th October, 1887. The policy effecting this insurance 
was underwritten by Mr. Whyte for the sum of 1450?., and the 
aggregate amount insured was 34,690/., each yessel haying a 
specific portion of that sum appropriated to it, and the sum 
being ascertained by adding together the seyeral sums specified 
as insured on each item comprehended in the policy. Nine 
of the steamers were insured for full sums of one or more 
hundreds of pounds, while the remaining 110 ships were 
insured for sums which included a fractional part of 100/. 

The amount for which the policy was stamped was 4/. Bs, 9d, 

In January, 1888, three of the ships named in the policy 
were wrecked, and became total losses. 

In May, 1890, the Great Britain Steamship Premium Asso- 
ciation, with consent of John Holman & Sons, raised an action 
against James L. Whyte for payment of the sum of 43/. 17ff. 9d, 
as the amount due to them in respect of the total loss of these 
three steamers on the sum underwritten by the defender. The 
pursuers in their pleadings ayerred that they were insured by 
the policy to the amount of the sums entered against each 
yessel in the list in the eyent of a total loss of the yessels. 

The defender pleaded, inter o/ia:— (2) Said policy not being 
duly stamped, pursuers are not entitled to sue thereon, and the 
present action should be dismissed with costs. 

On 10th July, 1890, the Sheriff-substitute (Erskine Murray) 
pronounced tlds interlocutor (judgment): — ''Finds that the 
second plea stated by the defender, that the document No. 7/1 
of process founded on by pursuers is insuficiently stamped, 
will fall to be sustained,^' &c. 

On appeal, the Sheriff (Berry) adhered (afSrmed the judg- 
ment), and remitted to the Sheriff-substitute for further 
procedure.* 

The SheriffHSubstitute, on 8th January, 1891, sustained the 
defender's second plea in law, and dismissed the action. 

The pursuers appealed. 

* In the note appended to the Sheriff's judgment, after stating the 
case and citing the Act 80 Yiot. o. 23, and the Interpretation Act. 
1889, he concluded :— " It is said the words * apon any shin or yessel * 
in the Stamp Act, 30 Vict c. 23, should be read as indaoinff a case 
of insnrance * npon any ships or yessels,' and consequently the docu- 
ment here shonld be yiewed as a single policy, although it bears to 
insure a number of yessels. In aid of the argument on this point, 
reference is farther ;nade to the principle that revenue statutes should 
be construed strictly against the reyenue, and fEiyourably to priyate 
persons. I am unable to giye effect to this argument If we are to 
apply the Interpretation Act to the Stamp Act, and read the words 
' ship or vessel * as if they were * ships or yessels,' we must at the same 
time read other nouns in the same sentence as being also in the plural 
In this way we are brought to a definition of 'sea insurances ' in the 
plural, and in ascertaining the meaning of ' sea insurance ' in the 
singular are left to the guidanoe of the provision in the Stamp Act 
itself, under which an insurance on any single ship falls, in my judg- 
ment, to be treated as a separate and distinct insurance. The unrea- 
sonableness of reading one word in the plural while others in the same 
sentence are left in the singular, might be exemplified by reading the 
clause which defines the word * policy ' thus, that that word in the 
singular means * any instruments, Ac.,' in the plural 

** The SheriffHSubstitute has dealt with the case as if the insuranoes 
here were yojrage, and not time policies; the arguments, howeye^ 
which apply to the two cases do not seem to differ in prmoiple. I 
agree vntn him in the result that the document in question is not 
tufBdently stamped as one polity.*' 
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Ure, for the ptirsuers, argued:— Sect. 4 of the Act of 1867 
must be read in the light of s. 1 (b) of the Interpretation Act 
of 1889. As the "contrary intention" in the words of the 
latter Act did not appear in the Act of 1867, the words " upon 
any ship or vessel " must be read as including a case of in- 
surance " upon any ships or yessels.'' Consequently the docn- 
ment here must be viewed as a single policy, although it bore 
to insure a number of vessels (Magistrates of Olasgow v. Police 
Commissioners of Hillhead, March 20, 1885, 12 Rettie, 864). If 
there was any doubt, the fievenue Statute must be construed 
strictly against the revenue, and in favour of the holder of the 
policy. But, further, the stamp was in exact accordance with 
the schedule, which contained no indication that the duty 
was dependent upon the number of subjects covered by the 
insurance. 

TTie Dean of Faculty and Salvesen, for the defender, argued : — 
The policy of the statute was to charge duty for each separate 
risk insured. Here, there were 119 separate risks, and the 
duty must be calculated not upon the aggregate sum insured, 
but upon each separate risk, t.e., on each separate vessel. The 
Interpretation Act, 1889, did not apply, as there was here 
a contrary intention in the sense of the Act. The case of the 
Magistrates of Glasgow had little bearing upon the present case. 
In it, it was true, a former Interpretation Act (13 Vici c 21, 
s. 4) was held applicable, but the Court were driven to this 
construction, for it was absolutely essential to the working of 
the Boads and Bridges Act as regarded the question in the case. 

At advising (i,e., on considering the cause) the judges gave 
their opinions as follows : — 

LoBD Young. — ^The policy sued on is a " policy of sea in- 
surance for time," not exceeding six months, on 119 steamers, 
"as per list attached "; and no objection is stated to it except 
that it is not duly stamped. If the law were that only one 
ship can be insured by one policy, this policy would be invalid 
irrespective of the Stamp Act, but it is not contended that the 
law is so, or that two or any number of ships may not be 
insured by one policy. 

I therefore assume that at the common law, and irrespective 
of the Stamp Act, the policy sued on is a valid policy of sea 
insurance for the time specified on the 119 steamers named in 
the list attached, and on this assumption proceed to consider 
the objection that it is, according to Hmt Act, insufficiently 
stamped. That objection is that, inasmuch as each of the 
119 steamers might have been insured by a separate policy, the 
stamp on the one policy that comprehends them all must equal 
in amount the sum of the 119 stamps which would have been 
used had there been 119 policies, one on each steamer, for the 
sum set against it in attached list. If this view be sound, the 
objection is good, and otherwise not, for it is founded on no 
other. I am very clearly of opinion that it is unsound. 

The statute which governs the matter of duty on policies of 
sea insurance is 80 Vict c. 23, and it enacts that the stamp> 
duty on any such policy for time not exceeding six months 
shall be Zd., "in respect of every full sum of 1001. and in 
respect of any fractional part of 100^ thereby insured." The 
sum insured by the policy in question is 84,690^., «.e., the ftdl 
sum of 100/., 846 times repeated, and one fractional part of 100^. 
so that the stamp ought to be of the amount of value of 84f 
times 3d., or U. 68. 9d., and it is of that amount exactly. 



The sum insured by the policy is ascertained by adding 
together the several sums specified as insured on each item 
comprehended in the policy. But in this there is nothing 
wrong or unusual It is on the contrary the familiar, ijo- 
variable, and I should have thought necessary practice in all 
policies whether against sea perils or fire. There is no poBBiUe 
objection to a policy embracing any number of items, eich 
insured for a specified sum, and none that I see, or can 
imagine, against such items being all or some of them steimers, 
any more than against their oonsisting of any kind of cargo, 
pictures, or machinery, or anything else quite capable of being 
each of them insured by a separate policy. The idea of cal- 
culating and estimating the stamp-duty on a policy which 
embraces several items, not by taking their aggregate amomitB) 
but by supposing that each had been the subject of a seqNnte 
policy is, so far as I know, quite novel, andl think inadmiHHiMe. 

I cannot comprehend the view of the Sheriff when he aajB 
that he is unable to give effect to the argument that "the 
document (the policy) here should be viewed as a single policy, 
although it bears to insure a number of vessels," and that, in 
his opinion, " we should have here 119 different polides." We 
have in fact only one policy, and if it is incapable of insariiig a 
number of vesseLs, we cannot, as I have pointed oat, reach any 
question about the stamp, for no stamp whatever would vali- 
date it On the other hand, if the policy is by the common 
law capable of insuring a number of vessels and the only ques- 
tion is what stamp (if any) ought by statute to be impressed 
on it, the legitimate and logical result of the Sheriff's reading 
of the statute is that this policy does not fall under it, and so 
need not be stamped at all, for the statute aloioe can subject it 
to stamp-duty. The Sheriff's reading of the statute is, that 
stamp-duty is thereby imposed only on a policy of sea insaraooe 
''upon any ship or vessel," the singular ''ship or vessel" being 
incapable, either by the rules of the common law, or by virtae 
of the Interpretation Act of 1889, of being read in the plmi 
" ships or vessels." 

It seems to me that the legitimate and logical result of this 
view is, that a policy of sea insoianoe on "ships or vessels" 
does not fall under i^e taxing enactment I need hardly s»J 
that the view is, in my opinion, altogether wrong. I see no 
objection whatever to the applicability of the Interpretation 
Act, although, as I should reach the same result without it, I 
regard it as superfluous to the point in question. 

LoBD BuTHKBTUBD Olask concuTied. 

LoBD TiULTHiB.— .... The determination of the question 
before us depends on the terms and oonstmctioii of the Act 
80 Vict c. 23, which provides that, after the passing thereof, 
certain duties set fbrth in Schedule B annexed to the Act shall 
be payable on policies of sea insurance in place of the duties 
previously exigible. By sect 4 of this Act, the expression "sea 
insurance" is defined to mean "any insurance (including 
re-insurance) made upon any ship or vessel, or upon the 
machinery, tackle, or furniture of any ship or vessel, or upon 
any goods, merchandise or property of any description what- 
ever on board of any ship or vessel, or upon the freight of, or 
any other interest which may be lawfully insured in or relating 
to any ship or vessel" Upon the terms of this clause the 
defender mAJnt^inn that the words "any ship or vessel " most 
be read strictly as espiesBed in the singular numbar« and w 
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meuing "any one ship or Tessel"; that where two or more 
ships are ooyered by the one policy the inBoranoes must be 
distinet, and duty paid on each as if it were the sole insur- 
ince; that» so regarded, the policy founded on is insufficiently 
itamped. 

I do not regard this 4th section of the statute as haying very 

much to do with the question before ua [But having regard 

to the Interpretation Act, 1889, 1 think the defender's reading 

of the clause cannot be accepted.] The part of the Act with 

vfaioh we are zeaUy concerned is the Schedule B annexed to 

the Act, which is specially declared (sect 1) to be a part of the 

Act The terms of that schedule leave no room for doubt as to 

the cases in which stamp-duty is exigible, or as to the amount 

of the duty required to be paid. It provides that, " in every 

poUey of sea insurance for time," where the time does not 

exceed six months, there shall be paid a duty otSd,, "in respect 

of every full sum of IQOl,, and in respect of any fractional part 

of 1001. thereby insured." Now, apply that to the present case. 

We have a time policy of sea insurance for less than six months 

vfaereby there is insured a sum of 34,690/. There must be 

laidaduty of 3^. per 100/. on each of the 346 hundreds insured 

udSJ. more for the odd 90/., the fractional part of a hundred. 

This has been done. It wiU be observed that the schedule 

^ not say that the duty is at all dependent on the number 

of subjects which the insurance covers, but gives as the 

only standard for ascertaining the duty payable the amount 

iitsQred. And that this is not only in accordance with the 

I vards of the schedule, but is in fuU accordance with its inten- 

tioD, becomes, I think, plain when the concluding part of the 

i Kfaedole is considered. That part of the schedule to which I 

I m about to refer has been repealed, but it may still be referred 

1^ as I propose to do, for the purpose of throwing light upon 

I themeamng and intent of the provisions preceding it which 

I *re still operative. The schedule provides that where '""sepa- 

; iiie aad distinct interests of two or more persons" shall be 

; ^tsQied by one policy, duty shall be payable on each separate 

QteieBt at the same rate according to the amount or value of 

i tto interest " thereby insured." What the separate and dis- 

I ^ interests are which are here referred^ to may be learned 

! froni the terms of the fourth or definition dause I have already 

qaotei They are the interests of the shipownerjin his ship, 

^ merchant in his cargo, it may be of a charterer in the 

^^t, or a mortgagee for his debt secured over the ship. 

I ^^ interests may be involved in, and insurance thereof may 

cover, one or many subjects in which the interest is centred. 

l^M, the merchant or shipper may insure a cargo at 10,000/., 

M he may have declared or estimated in a Ust appended to the 

l«*icy the value of different parts of the cargo at various sums. 

"Hm would not make a separate policy for each part of the 

^^, each paying its appropriate stamp-duty. The interest is 

lOjXlW.— that is the sum insured, — and the fact of that aggre- 

pte interest or value being distributed over different parts of 

tte ear^ would make no difference,[according to the Act, in the 

^*y payable in respect of the insurance. So, in the present 

1^ what is insured is the shipowner's interest to the extent of 

|y»,69W. distributed over various vessels. It is, however, one 

fl^^ The fact that the statute provided for the separate 

'"iiuiee stamp-duty in respect of separate interests, and made 

^veferenoetothe several subjects in which that interest might 

Qtttied, seems to me to indicate clearly that in estimating 



the stamp-duty the several interests were to be regarded, and 
that the several subjects in which the interest insured exists 
were not. The words of the statute are that stamp-duty is to 
be paid on the sum insured under the policy, and this was the 
correct language to use. It is said popularly that the ship is 
insured— the cargo and freight are insured. But in fact it is 
not the ship, cargo, or freight that is insured. It is the insurer's 
money interest in any or all of these subjects, and therefore I 
say that the language of the statute is strictly accurate when it 
speaks of the sum as insured, and not the subject of which that 
sum is the expressed value. 

I am of opinion that the interlocutors appealed against should 
be recalled, the defender's second plea in law repelled, and the 
case remitted back to the Sheriff to proceed therein. 

LoBD Justiob-Olebk.— I have had considerable difficulty in 
making up my mind upon this case. I was very much moved 
by the able argument addressed to us for the respondent, but 
after reconsidering the case, with the aid of your Lordships' 
advice, I have come ultimately to be of opinion that the judg- 
ments of the Sheriffs are wrong. 

Thb Goubt pronounced their formal judgment aooordin^y; 
repelling the second plea of the defenders, and to that extent 
reversing the judgment appealed against, and remitting the 
case to the SheriffHsubstitute. 



COURT OF SESSION, FIRST DIVISION. 

November 20, 1891. 

Abizona' CoppxB GoMPANT, Appellants. 
SuBvxTOB OF Taxis, Bespondent. 

19 Bettie, 150. 

Bevmue — Inoome-Tax — ProftU — Deduction — Bontu — Inoome-Tax 
Acty 1842 (5 <( 6 Viet e, 85), Schedule D, Fir9t Caee, Buiee III and IV, 
and eeoL 159. 

A oompany borrowed ^a large earn of money, and undertook, along 
with repayment of the capital sum bonowod, to pay the lendors a 
bonoB of 10 per oent. thereon. Held that, in estimating tho balanco 
of profits and gains chargeable under Schedule B, the oompany were 
not entitled to deduct the amount of the bonus from the profits of the 
year in which it was paid. 

Thb Abizona Cofpeb Gompakt, Limitbd, was formed and 
registered on 11th August, 1882, and was reconstructed in 1884. 
On 4th December, 1883, a company called the Arizona Trust 
and Mortgage Company, Limited, was formed and roistered, 
as the prospectus bore, " primarily for the purpose of acquiring 
and holding the obligations of the Arizona Copper Company, 
Limited, and to provide the funds necessary to complete its 
works." 

By agreement between the two companies, dated 8th and 11th 
December, 1883, it was provided, inter cUia (1) that the Mort- 
gage Company should lend to the Copper Company the whole 
smn required for their purposes, not exceeding in all the sum 
of 860,000/.; (2) that the Copper Company should repay aU 
such sums as were lent, on 15th May, 1894, with an option to 
the Copper Company, upon giving six months' notice to the 
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Mortgage Company, to pay a part or the whole of the adyances 
made to them at 15th May, 1889, and that on repayment of any 
capital snm the Copper Company should also pay to the Mort- 
gage Company along therewith a bonus of 10 per cent, on the 
amount repaid; and (3) that the Copper Company should pay 
interest at the rate of 10 per cent, on the amount of the advances 
due by them. 

Following upon this agreement the Mortgage Company lent 
the Copper Company sums amounting to 887,4147., and the 
Copper Company repaid these sums under an agreement dated 
2nd and 4th June, 1888, and along with repayment of the 
capital sum borrowed they paid the Mortgage Company the 
stipulated bonus of 10 per cent., which, less 7 per cent, discount, 
amounted to 31,379?. lis. 9d. 

In making their return for assessment to income-tax, xmder 
Schedule D, for the year 1889-90, based on the profits of the 
three preceding years, 1886-88, the Copper Company stated a 
sum of 27,462/. Ss. Id, as the amount of their profits for the 
purpose of assessment, and on that sum they were assessed and 
paid income-tax. In making that return the Copper Company 
had deducted from the profits of the year ending 30th Septem- 
ber, 1888, inter alia, the amount of the bonus of 81379/. lb. 9(2., 
but this and certain other deductions were disallowed by 
the Inoome-Tax Commissioners, and an additional assessment 
intimated. 

The Copper Company then appealed to the General Commis- 
sioners of Income-Tax. In support of their appeal they stated, 
— " The above sum of 31,379/. II5. 9d. was duly debited to 
profit and loss, as a charge on the business of the company, and 
it remained at the debit of that account until, in order to 
identify the larger sums so dealt with, and, if deemed expedient, 
spread them over longer than one year, the said suspense 
capital account was opened. The amount debited to that 
account was in due course charged against and paid out of the 
profits of the company." 

The Gteneral Commissioners refused to allow the deduction 
claimed for the amount of the bonus, and at the request of the 
Copper Company a case was stated for the opinion of the Court 
of Exchequer. 
Asher and Ute, for the company : — ... 
The Lord Advocate (Pearson) and A, J*. Young, Jjfor the Sur- 
veyor of Taxes : — ... 

The following oases were referred to in the arguments : — 

Addie v. Solicitor of Inland Bevenue, Feb. 16, 1875, 2 Rettie, 
431. 

Coltness Iron Company v. Black, April 7, 1881, 8 Eettie (H. L.) 
67; 6 App. Oas. 815. 

Forder v. Handyeide, 1876, 1 Ex. D. 233. 

Watney <fc Co. v. Musgrave, 1880, 5 Ex. D. 241. 

Alexandria Water Company v. Muegrave, 1883, 11 Q. B. D. 174. 

Irving v. Howtoun, July 27, 1803, 4 Pai App. 521. 

Southern Cemetery Company v. Surveyor of Ta;xe$, Nov. 29, 
1889, 17 Bettie, 154 ; Mersey Docks and Harbour Board v. Lucas, 
1883, 8 App. Ca. 891; Faddington Burial Board v. Commis- 
sioners of Inland Bevenue, 1884, 13 Q. B. D. 9. 

City of London Contract Corporation^ Limited v. Styles, 1887, 
2 Tax Cases, 239. 

Last V. London Assurance Corporation, Limited, 1885, 10 App. 
Ca. 438; Gresham Life Assurance Society v. Styles, 1890, 
24Q.B.D.600. 



' Lord Pbssidint.— The Arizona Copper Company, Limited, 
borrowed from the Arizona Trust and Mortgage Company, 
Limited, moneys amounting to 337,414?., for the purpose of 
completing their works. By the agreement between tiie two 
companies under which these loans were given, they were to 
be repaid on 15th May, 1894 ; but the borrowers were entitled, 
upon giving six months' notice, to pay off the whole, or sach 
portion as they thought fit, at 15th May, 1889. On the repay- 
ment of any capital sum the borrowers undertook to pay to 
the lenders, along therewith, a bonus of 10 per cent, upon the 
amount of the repayment. 

The option thus given was exercised, and the whole loan has 
been repaid before the stipulated term, along with 81,379/. lb. H 
as the covenanted bonus. This sum, according to the state- 
ment of the appellants (the borrowing company), was in their 
books debited to profit and loss, as a charge on the business of 
the company; it remained at the debit of that account until, in 
order to identify the larger sums so dealt with, and, if deemed 
expedient, spread them over longer than one year, it was put to 
a suspense capital account; but the amount was in due ooniBe 
charged against and paid out of the profits of the company. 

The question before the Court is, whether the Arizona Copper 
Company, the borrowers, are entitled to deduct this bonus in 
returning their profits under the Income-Tax Acts. 

There cannot be said to be any complexity or ambigoity in 
the application of the money or in the source from which it was 
paid. It was paid in a himp payment as one of the considera- 
tions stipulated for a loan of capital employed in the adventure, 
—to wit, in the completion of the works, — the other considera- 
tion being interest at 10 per cent, per annum, and it is in tenns 
admitted in the case to have been paid out of the profits of the 
company. 

Now, at this stage of the development of the law of the 
income-tax, it is not to the purpose to consider whether such a 
payment is a proper deduction from the point of view of a busi- 
ness concern, making up its own balance-sheet for its own pu^ 
poses. The question is, whether such a payment out of profits 
is an authorised deduction in estimating the balance chai^hle 
under Schedule D. It appears to me, as a sum paid in return 
for a loan of capital, to be entirely heterogeneous to those out- 
lays the deduction of which is permitted as being necessarily 
incidental to the earning of profit; and I think to deduct it 
would be contrary to the prohibitions laid down in Schedule D 
and in the 159th section of the same Act. 



LoBD Adam.— I confess I cannot see upon this case, and I do 
not think the case tells us, when the various sums of capital 
were repaid by the Copper Company to the Mortgage Company 
and when the 10 per cent, bonus accresced and became due. I 
rather gather that the matter is one of adjustment in the 
Copper Company's books. But however that may be, I think 
the most favourable way to take the question for the Copper 
Company is to assume, as was assumed in the discussion, that 
this whole sum of 31,379/. lis. 9d. was paid within the year in 
which it is proposed to be assessed, although, I confess, I do 
not see that that appears upon the face of the case. 

Now, if that be so, my opinion is with your Lordship, that 

this sum of 31,379/. lis. 9d. is simply a debt due by the Copper 

Company to the Mortgage Company. So far as I can see it u 

Uot a loss inouxxed in carrying on the business of the Oopptf 
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Company in any way. If it weie, it might or it mi^t not bela 
proper snm to deduct before striking the balance of profit and 
gains, eren in a question with the Grown. But it is not a loss ; 
it is merely a debt incurred in carrying on the business of the 
oompany. I do not see, if we were to allow a deduction of this 
debt, on the ground that it was paid out of profits, where we 
should be able to stop. I find no authority in any of the taxing 
statutes for allowing such a deduction. 

Now, if the amount of this bonus be not, as I think it very 
clearly is not, a sum which ought to be deducted before 
stiikiDg the balance of profit and gains on which this com- 
pany falls to be assessed, I think there is no question in this 
case, because if it is not to be deducted in order to ascertain 
the balance of profits and gains, then to be deducted it must 
fiiU under some of the clauses of the statute which allow 
deductions to be made. But there is no clause allowing such a 
deduction as this. Therefore I agree with your Lordship. 

LoBD lifLABEN. — I agree with your Lordship in the chair, 
and the only remark I would make is, that if this is not profit, 
then the amount of profit earned in a particular year must 
depend on the resolution of the company to pay off debt or not 
to pay off debt. Now, that seems to me to reduce the case 
contended for against the Crown to the absurd proposition 
that the company should be entitled to fix what they consider 
profit; and be assessed upon that sum. 

Ix)W) KiNNEAB. — I am of the same opinion. 

Thb Coubt afifirmed the determination of the Commissioners. 



COURT OF SESSION, FIRST DIVISION. 



January 27, 1892. 

BoBKBT S. Smith, Appellant. 

William Pbtrib, Respondent. 

19 Rettie, 405. 

SeteHoe—InhabUed houte dtUies — Bolel stables and eoaeJi-hause — 
Bom Tax Ad, 1808 (48 Oeo. 3, c 55), Schedule B, rule 2-^Inhabited 
Bom Duly Act, 1851 (14 A 15 Vict o. 36), Schedule— Cwtoms and 
Mnd Bsifenue Act, 1878 (41 Vict. e. 15), s. 13, sub-s, 1. 

Bid that stables and a coach-house, t?hich were oocupied in 
connection vith the bnsineiia of a hotel by the hotel-keeper, but 
vlkich were separated from it by a passage over vhich the public had 
* right of way and three adjoiDiDg fcnars a servitudo of passage, 
vere not exempt from inhabited bouse duty, bat fell to be assessed 
•Joog with the hotel. 

-DoMjirw V. Young, November 14, 1879, 7 Rettie, 229,/o7Zowcd. 

At a meeting of the Commiseioners for General Purposes for 
tlic Forfar district of the county of Forfar, William Petrie, 
hotel-keeper, Forfar, appealed against the asfiessment made 
upon him for the year 1891-92 of 1/. 19 ^ for inhabited house 
^uty, at the rate of 6d. per pound on 78'. sterling, the annual 
^ilue of the Salutation Hotel and stables and coach-house 
wcnpied by him at East High Street Mid South Street, Forfar, 
Bofer as the assessment included the sfcibles and coach-house. 

The assessment appealed against was levied in terms of the 
Inhabited House Duty Act, 1851 (14 & 15 Vict. c. 36), and the 
House Tax Act, 1808 (48 Geo. III. X. 66). 

h'o. 31-1896. 



The Commissioners sustained the appeal, and a case 'was 
stated, at the request of the Surveyor of Taxes, for the opinion 
of the Court of Exchequer. 

The following facts were set forth in the case :— (Second) The 
hotel of which, along with the stables and coach-house adjoin* 
ing, Mr. Petrie was proprietor and occupier, has a frontage both 
to East High Street and South Street, Forfar, with a bar 
entrance at the junction of those streets. The kitchen door of 
the hotel enters from a passage running from South Street to 
East High Street at the back and side of the hotel. The said 
passage separates the hotel from the stables and coach-house, 
which are under an entirely separate roof from the hotel build- 
ing, and are situated at the back comer thereof. The carriage 
entrance to the stables and coach-house is from East High 
Street, the said passage being only a foot passage from South 
Street. 

(Third) The general public have a right of way over this 
passage, and it is subject to a servitude of jyassage in favour of 
three feuars having properties adjoining. 

(Fourth) In addition to the hotel business, the appellant 
carries on a horse-hiring business, and puts up horses at livery 
in the said stables. 

(Fifth) The value of the hotel was 58/. per annum, and the 
value of the stables and coach-house was 20/. per annum. 

The appellant claimed relief from the assessment as far as it 
included the stables and coach-house, on the ground that the 
hotel and the stables and coach-house were distinct tenements, 
separated from each other by the public right of way and 
servitude of passage above mentioned; referring to the Act 
41 Vict. c. 15, s. 13 (1). 

The Surveyor of Taxes, on the other hand, contended that 
the hotel and stables and coach-house formed one assessable 
subject, and were all chargeable under the second rule of 
Schedule B of the Act 48 George III. cap. 55, and in support 
of his contention he referred to the case of Douglas v. Young, 
Nov. 14, 1879, 7 Rettie, 229. 

Argued for the appellant ; — The point here raised was settled 
by Douglas v. Young, Nov. 14, 1879, 7 Rettie, 229, in which it 
was decided that the mere severance of one portion of let 
premises from another portion did not affect their unity as an 
assessable subject. 

There was no appearance for the respondent. 

LoBD President.— I think this case has been wrongly de- 
cided by the Commissioners, and that we must sustain the 
appeal. The case of Douglas v. Young certainly comes very 
near it, the only points of difference between them being (1) that 
in this case there is a passage between the hotel and the stables, 
while in Douglas* case they were separated by a court or yard; 
(2) that in Dougloh* case the court f^eems to have been occupied 
partly by the hotel-keeper and partly by other persons, while 
here the public have a right of way, and three adjoining feuars 
a right of servitude over the passage. These, however, are very 
unsubstantial distinctions, and do not take this case out of the 
rule laid down in Douglaa' case. 

I think the stable and coach-house are occupied along with 
the hotel, and it being now settled law that a hotel is a 
dwelling-house, I think the stables and coach-house must bo 
held to be an adjunct of a dweUing-house, notwithstanding the 
fact that they arefseparated byithe passage. 
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Lord Adam concurred. 

Lord M'Laren. — I think the stables and coach-house belong 
to the dwelling-house. This case is, I think, ruled by Douglas' 
case, which was a case of a hotel not occupied by the landlord's 
family personally, for he had a separate dwelling-house, but 
only as an hotel in the strict sense of the word. 

I do not think I should ever have found out for myself that 
such an hotel was an inhabited house in the ^ense of the Act. 
But the point has been conclusively settled in Douglas* case, 
and we must accept it as binding. 

Lord Eikkear. — I concur with your Lordship in the ehair. 

The Court pronounced this interlocutor (formal judgment): 
— "Eeverse the determination of the Commissioners: Sustain 
the assessment, and decern, and remit to the said Co(mmis- 
sioners to refuse the appeal." 



COURT OF SESSION, FIRST MVISION. 



January 12, 1894. 

The Lord Advocate (Eespondent) v, Macfarlane and 
Others (Dunlop's Trustees). 

21 Eettie, 348. 

Jtevenue — Legacy duty — Land% purchased he/ore veiied right acquired 
hy beneficiary, ^ 

Trastees having, pursuant to directions of a will, laid out mbney 
out of the personal estate in tlie purchase of land before th > time 
when any beneficial interest became vested under the will, held that 
legacy duty was not payable upon the sum so laid out. 

In this case, which was the subject of the appeal reported 
[1894] App. Cas. 291, the following point was decided by a part 
of the judgment of the Court of Session which was not appealed 
from. 

In the account lodged by the trustees pursuant to the former 
order of the Court of Session dated (5th February, 1892), re- 
ferred to in the report t)f the appeal, [1894] App. Cas. 297, they 
deducted the sum of 21,000^, being the amount laid out in the 
purchase of land before the expiry of the six years allowed by 
the will for that purpose, and before the vesting of the, beneficial 
interests. 

This deduction (as well as the deduction of 12,000/. which 
formed one of the questions in the appeal to^the House of Lords) 
was objected to by the pursuers. 

On 13th June, 1893, the Lord Ordinary repelled the objections. 

The pursuer reclaimed and argued : — ... The sum of 21,000/. 
was moveable estate expended on the purchase of rtol estate, 
and it had not been so left by the truster as to be enjoyed by 
different persons in succession, for Mr. Dunlop had been found 
absolutely entitled to it. The 19th section of the Act 36 Geo. 3 
c. 52, was meant to be read in two parts, the first — which 
covered the present case— being wholly unqualified by the later 
exception. It did not matter, therefore, whether the money 
had been actually applied in the purchase of land before Mr. 
Dunlop's right emerged. It was not disputed that when he 
took he did so absolutely and not as first of a series of owners. 



It inight be that he required the aid of the Entail Acts to work 
out his right, but with that the Crown was not concerned. 

Argued for the defender : — ... In any event, sect 19 applied 
to the sum of 21,000/., for it was moveable estate applied in the 
purchase of real estate, and it had been actually expended in 
the purchase of land before the expiry of the six years, and 
before any person had acquired a right thereto, whether limited 
or absolute, and before therefore any duty had accrued, and 
when Mr. Dunlop's right was ascertained the estate was exactly 
in the position described in the last exception. There was no 
warrant for breaking up the section into two parts as the 
pursuer proposed, so as to limit the last exception to the 
case of money so gifted as to be enjoyed by different persons in 
succession. 

On consideration, the judges pronounced their opinions as 
follows : — 

Lord M'Larbn. — This case relates to the liability of money 
directed to be invested in the purchase of land to payment of 
legacy-duty. The late Alexander Dunlop, having conveyed hk 
personal estate to testamentary trustees, directed that the rents, 
interest, and profits of the residue of his estate should he 
accumulated for six years after his death, and that the lesidne 
increased by such accumulations should be applied in the pn^ 
chase of lands to be entailed on a series of heirs. It may he 
here noticed that under the powers of the deed of trust the 
trustees might have purchased land for the purpose of being 
entailed within the period of six years following the truster's 
death, but it is only after the expiration of this period of six 
years that the heirs of the destination have a right to demand 
and receive the full income of the residue, which is thencefortii 
treated as entailed money, waiting investment. During this 
period of six years the right of the institute or heir is reBtridw 
to an annuity of 800/. per annum. 

Mr. William Hamilton Dunlop, the institute of entail, in the 
exercise of his statutory powers, elected to disentail the estate; 
and, under a previous reclaiming note, we held, aflfirming Lord 
Wellwood's judgment, that as Mr. William Hamilton Dunlop 
had, by arrangement between him and his three minor childwa 
and their curators, become entitled absolutely to the cletf 
residue of the personal estate of the deceased Alexander Dunlop, 
legacy-duty was chargeable on the capital thereof at the rate of 
five per cent. 

It then became necessary to ascertain the amount of the per- 
sonal estate. An account was given in for the Lord Ordinary'* 
consideration. To this account two objections were stated hy 
the Lord Advocate as representing the Inland Revenue Depart- 
ment, which objections have been repelled by the LordOrdinaiy 
in the interlocutor which is under review. I shall consider 
these objections in their order. [Having dealt with the ques- 
tion of the 12,000/. expended on the mansion-house he pro- 
ceeded: — "] 

I pass to the second objection, under which the Lord 
Advocate objects to the deduction of 21,015/. on account of 
" Price of estate of Sauchrie, purchased by the trustees on 11th 
November, 1885, from Alexander Mitchell in virtue of diiectiona 
in deceased's settlement." Now, the truster, Alexander Dunlop, 
died on 30th September, 1883; this purchase was madeaboui 
two years later ; the six years of accumulation expired on 30th 
September, 1889, and the proceedings for the purpose of dis- 
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entailing the succession were only commenced in January, 1890, 
and were carried through during that year. In these circum- 
stances the defender says that this purchase falls within the 
general scope of the 19th section of 36 Geo. 3, c. 52, but that in 
this particular case no duty attaches. 

The purpose of the 19th section is to regulate the payment of 
duty in respect of money to be applied in the purchase of real 
estate. It begins with general words imposing duty; then 
follows an exception or qualification, and to this again there is 
a subexception. Ist, It is enacted, — *' That any suin of money 
or personal estate directed to be applied in the purchase of real 
estate shall be charged with and pay duty as personal estate." 
The qualification is, — " Unless the same shall be so given as to 
be enjoyed by dLflferent persons in succession, and then each 
person entitled thereto in succession shall pay duty for the 
Bame in the same manner as if the same had not been directed 
to be applied in the purchase of real estate,"— tbat is, I presume, 
according to the provisions of the 12th section. I pause here 
to inquire what would have been the right of the Inlahd 
fievenne in relation to this sum of 21,000/., supposing the lands 
of Sauchrie had not been purchased, and the capital sum was 
stilJ unexpended but entailed. It was common ground that 
until the expiration of the six years ending 30th September, 
1889, no duty accrued. Until that date the institute of entail 
was not ascertained, no right to the enjoyment of the entailed 
' money vested in anyone, and, as the Lord Ordinary points out, 
tte rate of duty could not be fixed or the amount calctdated. 
hnniediately thereafter, the institute, Mr. William Hamilton 
l>nnlop, would, in the case supposed, be liable to pay duty on 
the value of his life interest according to the tables appended 
to the Act of Parliament, and if he died before a purchase was 
made (the money being still entailed) the next heir would pay 
Jfgacy-duty on his life interest, and so on. I -pass to the sub- 
exception of the 19th section which (like the chief exception) is 
intioduced by the word " unless," i.e., " unless the same shall 
l»Te been actually applied in the purchase of real estate before 
«nch duty accrued, but no duty shall accrue in respect thereof 
ifter the same shall have been actually applied in the pur- 
<*ase of real estate, for so much thereof as shall haive been so 
•pplied." 

Keeping in view that at this time, and for many years there- 
«ft«r, land was altogether exempted from succession-duty, or 
death-duty of any kind, I think the meaning of this sub-excep- 
tion is very plain. So soon as the money shall be de facto con- 
certed into land, it is to be exempt from future taxation. Until 
ui investment is found the heirs in succession must pay duty 
« for a pecuniary legacy, but after an estate is purchased and 
the trust so far executed the legacy accoimt closes, future heirs 
we heirs to landed property, and it is not intended that the 
estate in their hands should be subject to duty. 

The peculiarity of the present case is that the estate was pur- 
chased before a right to its value vested in anyone. Before the 
purchase was made, it was not possible to find a person liable 
in duty as having a limited interest, and after the purchase was 
B»de then by the express words of the last exception no duty 
•ccrueg. 

It is certainly a curious result of the statutory provisions that 
^ capital sum, although left by the testator in the form of 
"^ey, escapes taxation altogether under the Legacy Duty Aci 
^t it can hardly be said that it escapes liability contrary to 



the policy of the Act, when it is observed that this is the result 
of the money being converted into land soon after the testator's 
death, and before the acquisition of a vested interest by an 
institute. We were informed that succession-duty under the 
Act of the present reign has been paid on this sum. 

I ought not to conclude without taking notice of the argu- 
ment founded on the proviso to the 19th section, which was the 
subject of consideration under the previous reclaiming note, 
under which any person who shall become entitled to an estate 
of inheritance in possession is to pay duty as if absolutely 
entitled. Now, this proviso begins with these words, — "In 
case before the same, or some part thereof" (that is, of the money) 
"shall be actually so applied, any person or persons shall 
become entitled to an estate of inheritance in possession," &c. 
Now, in the present case, the defender did not disentail before 
tliis money was applied in the purchase of land, and so did not 
in the language of the statute become entitled to an estate of 
inheritance before the money was so applied. Accordingly, I 
agree with the Lord Ordinary that this proviso has no applica- 
tion to the subject of the second objection. 

LoBD EiNNEAB. — I am of the same opinion, and I should 
not have thought it necessary to add anything were it not that 
observations I am reporied to have made in the previous case 
were referred to in argument as supporting the view that Mr. 
Dunlop's right from the moment it vested in him was an also- 
lute right to the residue of this estate. The argument is that 
npthing following the words "unless the same shall be so given 
as to be enjoyed by different persons in succession " is appli- 
Qilble to a legatee having from the first an absolute right. It is 
inaccurate to say that Mr. Dunlop's right was absolute from 
the first. But he had from the first — that is from the time 
when his interest vested— a capacity to acquire such a right, 
and he did, in fact, acquire it, before any question of duty 
arose. What I said was intended to apply only to the circum- 
stances of the case which we were then considering. The con- 
dition of the argument was that while the money was still 
unpaid and unapplied in the handsjof the trustees, the institute 
had acquired right but in fee-simple. It appeared to me that 
liability for legacy-duty must be determined by reference to the 
interest which the legatee actually takes under a will, rather 
than by what the will ex figura verhorum may purport to 
bequeath; and therefore that Mr. Dunlop could not at the 
same moment claim immediate payment of the whole residue in 
his own right, and also maintain that the residue so to be paid 
to him absolutely had been given to be enjoyed by a series of 
heirs in succession so as to exempt him from legacy-duty. 
Whether that was right or wrong, it has no application to the 
present question. 

The facts on which that question depends are clearly stated 
bf the Lord Ordinary. The testator directed the residue of his 
estate to be applied in the purchase of land to be entailed on a 
series of heirs. Before any right had vested in the institute, 
the trustees, in the execution of their trust, had laid out 
21,000/. in the purchase of the lands of Sauchrie, to be entailed 
according to the directions of the testator. The institute, Mr. 
Hamilton Dunlop, cannot demand payment of that poriion of 
the residue in money, because no interest in the money had 
vested in him until after it had been converied into land in due 
performance of the trust. But when the right vested it was, a^ 
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the Lord Ordinary points out, not an absolute right to the 
estate of Sauchrie, but only a right to demand a conveyance 
under the fetters of an entail, although by disentailing he has 
now right to demand a conveyance in feensimple. The meaning 
of the enactment appears to me to be, first, that money left by 
will to be laid out in the purchase of land is to be chargeable 
with legacy-duty as personal estate, except when it is so given 
as to be enjoyed by different persons in succession ; secondly, 
that in this excepted case each successive owner is to pay duty 
by way of annuity unless and until the money is actually laid 
out in the purchase of land, after which no duty would accrue 
under the Act of George III., although the land so purchased 
may be chargeable under the later statute. I think the money 
now in question falls within the exception, because when it was 
applied in the purchase of land it was subject to a trust for the 
benefit of a series of heirs in succession, and because it had been 
actually laid out before the duty accrued. 

The Lord President concurred. 

Lord Adam was absent. 

The Court recalled the interlocutor of the Lord Ordinary so 
far as it repelled the first objection to the residuary account 
given in by the defenders, and in place thereof sustained said 
objection, and quoad ultra adhered to said interlocutor. 



COURT OF SESSION, FIRST DIVISION. 



March 19, 1892. 



Philip Sullbt (Surveyor of Taxes), Appellant. 
. RoYAii College or Subgeonb of Edikburgh, Respondents. 

19 Bettie, 751. 

Bevenue — Income-tax — Exemption — Seieniifie inUUtdion — Ineome^ 
tax Act, 1842 (5 <& 6 Vict, c, 85), Schedule A,rtde6. 

The Income-tax Act, 1842, Schedule A, mlo 6, exempts from 
income-tax ** any baildiog the property of any literary or scientific 
institution, used solely for the purposes of such institution, and in 
which no payment is demanded for any instruction there afforded by 
lectures or otherwise/' Held that the hall, library, and museum of 
the Boyal College of Surgeons of Edinburgh were not exempt under 
the above provision, in respect that the college was not a literary or 
scientific institution but an institution whose, main objects wore 
professional. 

On 12th January, 1891, the Royal College of Surgeons of 
Edinburgh appealed to the General Commissioners of Income- 
tax for the county of Edinburgh against an assessment under 
Schedule A of the Income-tax Act, on 5^^, being the annual 
value of their liall and museum, the question being whether the 
College was exempted as a scientific institution in the sense of 
the Income-tax Act, 1842, Schedule A, rule 6. 

The Commissioners sustained the appeal. 

The Surveyor of Taxes obtained a case. [The material facts 
stated in the case sufficiently appear from the opinions of the 
judges of the First Division of the Court, which, after argimiont 
and consideration, were pronounced as follows.] 

Lord Pbesident. — The exemption from income-tax claimed 
in this case is rested on the following words in that part of 



Schedule A of the Income-tax Act, 1842 (6 & 6 Vict c 35), 
which states the allowances to be made in respect of the duties 
in that schedule, — *' Or on any building the property of any 
literary or scientific institution, used solely for the purposes of 
such institution, and in which no jmymcnt is made or demanded 
for any instruction there afforded by lectures or otherwise."^ 
The hall, museum, and library sought to be assessed are the 
property of the Royal College of Surgeons of Edinburgh, and 
accordingly the claim can only be allowed if that body is a 
" scientific' institution " in the sense of the Act That is the 
question we have to decide. 

That every incorporated body of surgeons or medical men 
has a relation to physical science, and that the association ct 
surgeons or medical men tends to promote physical science, are 
propositions which cannot be questioned. On the other hand, 
it is manifest that the term "scientific institution" camiot he 
applied indiscriminately to all incorporations or associations 
composed of surgeons or medical men. We must find ont 
whether science is the object of the institution in some otha 
sense than that in which it may grandiloquently be said that it 
is the object of the profession of surgery. 

The mode of determining such questions is usefully illustrated 
by the two cases cited at the bar— 7^ Writers to the Sig^d, 
14 Rettie, 34, and the Institution of Civil Engineers, 15 App. 
Cas. 334. Those cases arose under the Customs and Inland 
Revenue Act, 1886. The words in that Act, corresponding to 
those in the Act of 1842 now before us, confer an exemption on 
property legally appropriated and applied for the promotion of 
science, and as the exemption in those cases was claimed 'on 
the ground that the property was applied to the purposes of the 
institutions assessed, the question at issue was very nearly the 
same as that which more directly arises hero, viz., is the insti- 
tution a scientific institution ? And the opinion of the noble 
and learned Lords and learned Judges have a very direct 
bearing. 

Now, the existing charter of the Royal College of Surgeons of 
Edinburgh was granted in 1851 by royal charter granted in 
pursuance of an Act of Parliament Down to 1851 the CoUepe 
was one of the fourteen incorporated trades of Edinburgh, tf 
the Chirurgeons or Surgeons' Craft, being denominated at one 
time the Chirurgeons or Barbers of Edinburgh ; afterwards the 
Chirui^eons or Chirui^eon-Apothecaries of Edinburgh; after- 
wards the College or Corporation of Surgeons of the City of 
Edinburgh, and having first received incorporation by royal 
charter in 1778 by the name of the Royal College of Surgeons 
of the City of Edinburgh. 

In 1847, as is well known, the exclusive rights of the trades 
were done away with, and of course the growing dignity of the 
medical profession generally made the status of the trade guild 
inappropriate to a privileged body of surgeons. Accordingiy» 
by the charter of 1851 the connection with the trades was te^ 
minated; arrangements were prescribed for the admission o 
new Fellows by diploma, and the granting of diplomas or 
licences entitling the recipients to practise anatomy, s^n^^y' 
and pharmacy, and provisions were made for winding np * 
Widows' Fund connected with the institution. 

At this stage it may be asked, Prior to 1861 was the Boyai 
College of Surgeons or the Surgeons* Craft a scientific instiw- 
tion? I hardly think this question could be answered in the 
affirmative. It was a professional association, developed on o 
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^ origaiai Snrgeans' Ciaft, and t see in it iio note of a 
M^tific institation. ' 

^I tito now to the College as it exii^. Much hto been made 

H the exproBBion yfbMi occurs in tiie preanrble of the charter 

It Her Majesty's willingness to giye all proper enconragement 

fethe advancement of tiie science of snrgery Selthin her 

[doiDinioQS, and to promote tiiG good of the said College. I do 

|m think that this nse of the word ^science'' goes far to shew 

Vki the College is, irf the sense we are now cohcemed -with; a 

^entific institution. • We must look at the facts. The Fellows 

!fe the governing body. They are qualified surgeons, admitted 

^ a mle after examination, and by a vote as to fitness. The 

[tfeHege grants licences after due examination. Neither Pellows 

liar licentiates receiye pecuniary profit out of the funds. The 

"" have the use of the library and museum, both of which 

valnable collections. The College does not publish any 

ions, but (as may readily be supposed) many of the 

are individually contributors to medical journals. 

The College is concerned with education|in this way. Among 

'ihe buildings belonging to it are class-rooms, in which are 

taught the subjects of which study is necessary to the attain- 

loent of a qualification to practise surgery. The lecturers on 

tegery and anatomy must be Fellows of the College, but the 

lecturers on other subjects need not be so. All lecturers before 

"Sbemg allowed to lecture must satisfy the College that tiiey 

liaye adequate means of illustrating their lectures. Bent is 

pwd to the College for the lecture-rooms by the lecturers, who 

tew fees from the students. Attendance on the lectures is 

<ieoogmsed as qualifying for the medical degrees conferred by 

I tiie University of Edinburgh, which avail as a qualification to 

\ practifle medicine or surgery. 

So £u as to teaching. The College examines candidates for 
' the lioeuces to practise suj^ry which it confers, and for diplo- 
inas in public health. It also gives prizes for the test essays 
<m surgical subjects, for dissections of the human body, and for 
knowledge in materia medica and therapeutics. 
Such, stated shortly, are the facts. From them I gather that 
\ the fioyal College of Surgeons of Edinburgh is a professional 
: Iwdy, whose members enjoy certain privileges, and which pro- 
: niotes the professional teaching of its licentiates, and also of 
! thoee studying for the practice of medicine generally. It cer- 
tainly promotes science, because the profession is a scientific 
pio£»sion, and the priv^ege of its Fellows and the education of 
its licentiates, and of all who learn their profession within its 
walls, conduce to the advancement of science. But its primary 
and proximate objects are professionalj and its methods square 
with the requirements of the profession, and if it furthers 
lewarch, it is only incidentally and indirectly. 

My opinion is that the decision of the Conmiissioners was 
wrong, 

LoBD Adaic — The question here-^at least the leading ques- 
tions-is, whether the Boyal College of Surgeons is a scientifio 
institution? If it be not a scientific institution, there is no 
other questioni because in tibAi case the question as to the use 
of the buildings does not arise at all. If, in the sense of the 
Act, the main and leading purpose of the institution is the 
advancement of science, it will not, I think, be the less entitled 
to the exemption ^claimed because it aids incidentally and con-* 
sequentially the promotion of professional purposes, as ai^tears 



to have been very much the case with the Institution of Civil 
Ijiginecrs in London. Qn the other hand, if the main and 
leading object of the institution be that of advancing the 
interests of a prdPession, then the fact that it may incidentally 
and as a consequence promote science will not the less make it 
other than a professional institution, And as such not ^titled 
to the exemption claimed. 

I must say I entertain no doubt that the College of Sui^eons 
in its main and leading object is a professional institution. 1 
think its main purpose is exactly that which is set forth in its 
recent charter. It says, that it shall be in the power of the 
said College, under its common seal, to grant diplomas or 
licences to practise anatoiriy, surgery, and pharmacy in such 
forms as shall from time to time be thought fit to arrange, and 
then it goes on to say that such parties after examination shall 
be entitled to be admitted licentiates of said College, and shall 
be entitled to exercise and ienjoy all the rights of practising 
anatomy, surgery, and pharmacy which are commonly enjoyed 
by the FeUows of the said College, and which have heretofore 
been enjoyed. I think that is the leading purpose of this insti- 
tution. It is for the purpose of qualifying persons to practise, 
and giving them licence to practise, anatomy and surgery, and 
if we look at the statement given us of the funds we see that it 
is from that source that the main portion of their fands is 
derived. One item of income consists of the sums received from 
candidates for the degree of licentiate of the College, and the 
next is exactly in the same position, namely, fees of Fellowship 
— ^the Fellowships being obviously taken, I think, for the pur- 
pose of obtaining a degree of superior reputation than that of a 
mere licentiate of the College. I need not repeat what your 
Lordship has said about the history of the institution. By 
producing learned men it necessarily promotes incidentally and 
consequentially the study of science, but that it does so I can- 
not t^hinlr makes it a scientific institution in the sense of the 
Act. Its main and leading object is that of a professional insti- 
tution for the encouragement and promotion of the practice of 
surgery,[and not of science. On these grounds I entirely concur 
with your Lordship. 

LoED M'Labkn.— The Act of Parliament gives no definition 
of a scientific or literary society, and we are left to define it, I 
presume, by a reference to the objects and practice of such asso- 
ciations. These, I think, may be stated generally to include 
the meeting for the discussion of such subjects of literature or 
science as the society undertakes to promote, the publication of 
papers, and the making (grants to individuals who undertake to 
prosecute studies of scholarship or scientific research* 

Now, in reading the opinions in the latest and most authori- 
tative case on this subject— the case of the Institution cf Civil 
Engineers— 1 think it is evident that in the opinion of all the 
law Lords who took part in the case, a body that is constituted 
for professional objects is not a literary or scientific society in 
the sense of the Act ; and the distinction taken between the 
case of the Institution of Civil Engineers and that of the Writers 
to the Signet was this, that the Institution of Civil Engineers 
gave a professional qualification neither to members of the cor- 
poration nor to licentiates, and that while it vras certainly an 
advantage to an engineer to be known to belong to such a 
society, it gave him no rights which he could exercise outside 
the walls of tiie association. And it appeared to their Lord- 
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ships that this— though consisting of professional men beoanae 
these were the only men compeitent to discuss such questians— 
was a body constituted for objects similar to those of societies 
which are uniyersally recognised as scientific societies^ sudx as 
the Boyal Society or the LinnsBan. 

Now, in comparing the present case with that of the Civil 
Engineers, I think it is chiefly distinguished by the absence of 
those incidents which in the opinion of the House of Lords 
suffice to characterise the Institution of Civil Engineers as a 
scientific society, and we have all or nearly all the incidents 
which mark out the Writers to the Signet as a professional 
body who were not entitled to the exemption. It is true that 
the Fellowship of the College of Surgeons is not technically a 
professional qualification— a qualification to practise— and for 
this reason, that no one except honorary members can become 
a Fellow until he has already got a professional qualification. 
But then while the College of Surgeons does not and cannot by 
making a man a member of the corporation give him what he 
has already, they give professional qualifications to students. 
They have a school, and they have an examining body, and by 
Act of Parliament their licence given to their students is a pro- 
fessional qualification. That circumstance, I think, points out 
very clearly what is the true character and object of this 
Odllege, and I am of opinion with your Lordship that they are 
not entitled to exemption, and the decision of the Commis- 
sioners ought to be reversed. 

liOBD EiNNiAB concurred. 

The Cotjbt reversed the determination of the Commissioners, 
and remitted to them to sustain the assessment. 



COURT OF SESSION, FIRST DIVISIO]*. 

February 28, 1893. 

The Lord Advocate, Pursuer. 

William Boon and Othbbs (Methven's Executors), Defenders. 

20 Bettie, 429. 

Bevenue — Doubie dutie$ — Legatees identified hy reference to will of 
another testator— Fewer of disposal — Stamp Duties, dec.. Act, 1845 
(8 <fc 9 Vict, c, 76), «. 4. 

A. bequeathed ooe-third of the residue of her estate to B., and 
failing him to his executors and representatives. B., predeceased A., 
leaving a will, under which he appointed executors. 

In addition to the inventory and legacy-duties, payable by A.'s 
executors the Grown claimed inventory and legacy-duties from B.'s 
executors on one-third of A.'8 residue on the ground that it had been 
disposed of by B.'s will. 

Hdd that B/s executors were not liable for the duties claimed. 

Miss Jessib Scott of Femiebank, Newton of Panbride, For- 
farshire, died on 20th July, 1888. She left a trust-disposition 
and settlement, dated 2nd September, 1882, by which she 
appointed Bobert Methven, Bobert BusseU, farmer, Luthrie- 
bank, near Cupar-Fife, and James BusseU, farmer, Parbroath, 
near Cupar, to be executors and intromitters with her whole 
moveable means and estate. After providing for payment of 
debts and legacies, she disposed of the residue as follows: — 
" With regard to the free residue of my whole moveable means 
and estate, of every description, which may remain at the 
period of my death, after fulfihnent of all my obligations uid 



payment of all my debts and the foresaid legacy,! leave ni 
bequeath the same to the said Bobert Methven, Bobert Bnwlt 
and James Bussell, equally between and amongst them, Bfant 
and share alike, for their own use and behoof, and failing an«i 
any of them by their predeceasing me, to theii sevenl oi 
respective executors and representatives whomsoever, i^unl 
do hereby appoint to be my residuary legatees." 

Bobert Methven predeceased Miss Jessie Soott Hediedoi 
3rd April, 1887. He left a trust-disposition and sefctleiDSDt aii 
relative codicil, dated respectively 21st January, 1885, and A 
October, 1886. By his trust-disposition and settlement hi 
appointed trustees and executors, and conveyed to fhem,ftr 
the purposes therein mentioned, his whole heritable and jse^ 
able means and estate. 

In a competition in 1890, between his trustees and eiecnte 
and his next of kin, it was held that the former were entitiei 
to be preferred to the share of residue bequeathed by Mk» 
Scott's will,* Scott's Executors v. Methven's Executors, Jan. 9^1 
1890, 17 Bettie, 389. 

On 22nd September, 1892, the Lord Advocate on behalf of tk 
Board of Inland Bevenue raised an action against the tnstaa 
and executors of Bobert Methven for payment by them cf 
inventory and legacy-duties in respect of the share of Mi* 
Scott's estate falling to them. 

On 8th December, 1892, the Lord Ordinary (Wdlw*! 
assoilzied the defenders (i.e., dismissed the action). I 

The Lord Advocate reclaimed (t.c, appealod to the Rnll 
Division of the Court). 

The points raised in the pleadings and arguments eaS&sM^ 
appear from the following judgment : — . 

LoBD KiNinfiAB.— The question is whether a l^acy is chaig^ i 
able with double legacy-duty and double inventory-dn^y, flj 
respect that the persons favoured by the will are the leodutfj , 
legatees of another testator. ; 

MiBS Jessie Scott of Femiebank bequeathed the residaefl 
her estate "to Bobert Methven, Bobert Bussell, and Jan»| 
BusseU, equally between and among them, share and stoj 
alike, and failing all or any of them by their predeceasing ni^j 
to their several and respective executors and representativtij 
whomsoever, whom I do hereby appoint to be my residutfj 
legatees." , 

Bobert Methven died before Miss Jessie Scott The beqw 
in favour of his representatives and successors came into effsn 
on her death, and the residue of her estate is now payaWeto I 
them as her residuary legatees. 

There is no question that the residue is chargeable "^^^ 
as a legacy under Miss Scott's will. But the Lord Adrocw 
maintains that it must also be charged with a second ^^^^ 
l^acy under Bobert Methven's will, because, by the 8ti^*jj 
9th of the Queen, c 76, s. 4, every ^ "out of any pa«"*^ 
or moveable estate or eflfeots which" a testator "hath hta or 
shall have had power to dispose of " is to be deemed *}^ 
within the meaning of the statutes. The argument is v» 
Bobert Methven was empowered by Miss Sootfs will todiflpo* 
of Miss Sootfs estate, and that his wiU is to be treated asis 
exercise of the power notwithstanding that he died Motentfi 

* Under snoh a gift, by Scotch law. there is no lapse. The tfej 
ton, in effect, take aa pnrchasers under the original will. ^]^^ 
case «bove reported, as well aa the one here dted, cany the pnn^P 
to its log^Ma reanlt— B. C. 
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md knew nothing of her bequest to his executors. I think 
fliis nntenabla It is not by force of Robert Methyen's will, 
M of Kiss Scott's will, that the executors of the former take 
ftflir share of the residue of Miss Scott's estate. This was a 
gvofimd of judgment in the competition between these executors 
isd their testator's next of kin, ScotCs Executors y. Methven's 
Ezeeutors, 17 Bettie, 389, and I think it is the ground on which 
oar judgment in the present case ought to proceed. Moveable 
proper^ appointed by will in pursuance of a general power for 
tittl purpose is chargeable with duty as a legacy under that 
inSL But to bring this enactment into operation it is indis- 
pofiable that a power to dispose shall haye been yested in the 
iGBtator and effectnally exercised by him. Now, Bobert Methyen 
lad no power to dispose of Miss Scott's estate, because her will 
did not come into effect until after his death. His representa- 
tivoB take as conditional institutes in consequence of the lapse 
hjlm death of a bequest in his fayour. It is playing with 
lords to say that they take by yirtue of a power of disposal 
jnhJnL 

Tbe cases which haye been cited as to the beneficial interest 
in I bequest to executors appear to me to haye no direct bear- 
ing, Ilie question of liability for duty must be determined 
li&ieference solely to the terms of the will by which a legacy 
13 bequeathed. Methyen's executors take under Miss Scott's 
viQ as pencnm degignatm. It is of no consequence that her 
oecDton must haye recourse to another will in order to identify 
ftapereoDs, because the legacy is not a gilt by that other will, 
bat 1^ Miss Scott's will alone. Bobert Methyen's will has no 
foroe or effect except as eyidence for the purpose of identi^ing 
Hub Sootfs l^;atees; nor is it material whether they take 
Iwoefidally for themselyes or in trust for others, because the 
teflfidal interest in either case depends upon the true con- 
thnetkm of Miss Scotf s will, is giyen by her directly, and 
cannot with any correctness of language be said to arise from a 
power yested in anyone else. 

For the same reasons I think that inyentory-duty is payable 
OD tbe residue as part of Miss Scott's estate, and not as part of 
Bobert Methyen's. It did not belong to him but to Miss Scott 
ifc his death, and he had no power whateyer to dispose of it 
^ywilL. 

LosD Abam, Loud M'Labxn, and the Lobd Pbxsidxnt con- 
eoned. 

Tm GouBT adhered (i.e., affirmed Lord Wellwood's judg- 

BWt).* 

* The judgment was Bubeeqaently affirmed by the House of Lords, 
■•nported [1894] A. G. 83. But the opiDloos of the learned Lords 
yf^ to add nothing to the concise and exact reasons of Lord 
Knaear.— R. C. 



COURT OF SESSION, FIRST DIVISION. 

March 2, 1893. 

Tkk Lord Adyooatb, Pursuer (Respondent). 
Hbs. Abk Fdihigah or M'Coubt and Anothbb, Defenders 
(Reclaimers), 

20 Bettie, 488. 

Be v e nue D onation — Delivery. 
hi 188^ A., one of two hrothen who were in partnership, when ill 



of the disease of which he died three and a-half months afterwards,* 
granted a receipt in favour of B., his partner, hy which he aoknow* 
ledged that he had received the som of lOOZ. for his interest in the 
business from B. That sum was a totally inadequate consideration 
for A.'s interest. In an action against A.'s representatives by the 
Grown for payment of inventory-duty— A«2<l, upon the evidence, that 
whether the transaction between A. andB. was of the nature of a 
donation or of a sale, it was a transaction by which A.*s interest in 
the business was transferred to B. absolutely, and that the claim of 
the Crown in oonsequenoe fell to be repelled. 

In August, 1892, the Lord Adyocate, on behalf of the Board 
of Inland Beyenue, brought an action against Mrs. Ann 
Finnigan or M'Oourt and Mary Finnigan, as two of the next €i 
kin of their deceased brother Hugh Finnigan, pawnbroker in 
Glasgow, who died unmarried on 28th May, 1886, and as the 
executors-datiye gud next of kin of their deceased brother 
Arthur Finnigan, pawnbroker in Glasgow, who died on 6tb 
Ap^il, 1890, concluding for decree against the defenders, ordain- 
ing them to exhibit a true and full inventory of the moveable 
estate of Hugh Finnigan, duly stamped with inyentory-duty> 
or .otherwise a true and full account, duly stamped, of the 
mQvoable property belonging to Hugh Finnigan, " and taken 
from him as a donation mortis causa by the said deceased 
Arthur Finnigan," and further, for payment of legacy-duly on 
the said estate. 

Hugh and Arthur Finnigan had for some time carried on 
business in partnership as pawnbrokers in Caledonia Road and 
other places in Glasgow. 

The pursuer claimed that the defenders, Mrs. M'Court and 
Mary Finnigan, were liable in inventory-duty and legacy-duty 
in respect of the estate left by the said Hugh Finnigan, and 
appropriated by his brother Arthur. Or, in the alternative, 
that the said ddkiders were liable for account-duty and legacy- 
duty on the value of the moveable estate belonging to the said 
Hugh Finnigaui which was taken as a donation mortis causd by 
the said Arthur Finnigan. 

The defenders pleaded that the deceased Hugh Finnigan died 
without leaving any estate subject to duty. 

The eyidence was to the following effect. Towards the end 
of 1885, Hugh Finnigan, who had for several years been suffer- 
ing from mortification in one of his legs, took to bed, and there- 
after ceased to share in the management of the business. On 
15th February, 1886, he granted the receipt referred to on 
record, which was in these terms : — 

"Beceived from Mr. Arthur Finnigan the sum of One 
Hundred pds. Stg. For my interest in pawnbroking offices and 
Sale Boom at 104 & 106 Caledonia Bd. S.S. and 4 Lyon St., also 
stock of Jewellery and Household Furniture at 218 Argyle St, 
Cash in Bank, all debts to be paid by Arthur Finnigan and te 
receive all debts due to H. de A. Finnigan at this date." 

Within a few days after the granting of this receipt the 
licences for the premises were indorsed by Hugh to Arthur, and 
the bank account, which had been kept in the name of H. & A. 
Finnigan, was closed, and a new account in the name of Arthur 
Finnigan was opened. From the end of the following month 

* The claim was made under the Act 44 k 45 Vict. o. 12, s. 8^ 
which imposes dnty on property taken under ** voluntary disposition 
purporting to operate as an immediate gift . . . which shall not hava 
been bond fide made three months before the death of the deoeaaed." 
By 52 ft 53 Ylot. c. 7, s. 11, the period was extended to twelve 
months. — R. C. 
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(MjBodx, 1886) the pawn-tickets were issued and the pledge- 
hooks kept in Arthur's name only. 

l%ere was no evidence as to statements by Hugh Finnigan 
with reference to the transference of his share of the buainess, 
bat witnesses (who were adduced by the pursuer) deponed that 
Arthur had told them that Hugh had transferred his share to 
him. The nature of this evidence sufficiently appears from the 
quotations in the opinion of the Lord President. 

It was not disputed that 100/. was totally i^iadequate as a 
consideration for the sale of Hugh's interest, even assuming 
(what the Crown did not admit) that lie had no more than an 
equal share with his brother. There was ,no evidence that the 
lOOi, was ever paid to him directly, but Mr. M*Groary, Arthur's 
lawragent, deponed that Arthur had told him that the erpeDseB 
of Hugh's last illness were more than sufficient to swallow up 
ijke whole 100/. Hugh had no property beyond that mentioned 
in the receipt. 

In January, 1888, the Inland Bevenue authorities wrote to 
Arthur Finnigan asking him to explain why no inventory of 
Hugh's estate had been lodged. Mr. M'Groary replied, stating 
in effect that Hugh Finnigan had no estate at the date of his 
death; and that he had three and a-half months before his 
death, conveyed the whole interest in his business to Arthur. 
The Inland Bevenue took no steps at that time to enforce their 
claim. 

In the end of 1888 the defender Mr& M'Gourt raised an action 
in the Sheriff Court at Glasgow against Arthur Finnigan for 
payment of a share of Hugh's estate. Arthur, in defence, 
averred that Hugh had conveyed everything to him, and (after 
considerable pressure by Mrs. M'Court's agent) produced the 
receipt above quoted. 

In reply Mrs. M'Court denied that the receipt represented a 
real transaction. This action (together with a counter-action 
by Arthur against Mr. and Mrs. M'Court for delivery of certain 
articles of furniture) was terminated by an agreement under 
which Arthur was to pay Mrs. M'Court 2/. a-week during her 
lifetime, and to leave her 1000/. in the event of his predeceasing 
her. He had before the litigations been living with the 
M'Courts, and it was arranged that he should return to them. 

On 28th January, 1893, the Lord Ordinary (Wellwood) pro- 
nounced this interlocutor:— "Finds that the deceased iHugh 
Finnigan, pawnbroker, Glasgow, died on 28th May, 1886 : Finds 
that on his death his brother, Arthur Finnigan, took possession 
of his whole estate and effects, including his share in certain 
partnership property belonging to himself and the said Arthur 
Finnigan : Finds that shortly before his death Hugh Finnigan 
transferred his said estate and effects to Arthur Finnigan as a 
donation mortis causd: Finds that the said Arthur Finnigan 
died on 6th April, 1890, and that the defenders, Mrs. M'Court 
and Mary Finnigan, as his executors qua next of kin, have 
intromitted with and divided his whole estate equally between 
them : Finds that no inventory or account has been given up 
of the pecBonal or moveable means and estate of the said Hugh 
Fimiigaii: Finds that the defenders are bound to give up an 
account of the personal or moveable estate of the said Hugh 
Finnigan; therefore appoints them to lodge such an account 
within four weeks for the purpose of asoertaining what account 
end legaoy-dutiee are due and payable in respect of such means 



The case having been accordingly argued, on a reclaiming: 
note before the First Division of the Court, their Lordshipi 
pronounced their opinions as follows :— '[ 

LoBi> Fbxsidint.— The question in this case is, whether tb 
defenders have made good the case stated by them on reootj 
regarding the estate which undoubtedly at one time belongei 
to Hugh Finnigan. The statement as given on the record 
this,—" In February, 1886, the brothers entered into an arrangej 
ment whereby Hugh sold for 100^ ;his interest in the pavn^ 
broking offices and saleroom and stock of jeweller^ and hooBe* 
hold furniture to Arthur, and Arthur was to pay all the debt 
of Hugh and of the firm, and was to receive all debts due to th 
firm at the data of the said receipt This arrangement ¥a 
immediately acted upon and carried out. Hugh, as from it 
date, ceased to have any interest in the business, and had 
interest therein at the time of his death, while Arthur toe 
immediate possession of all that Hugh had sold to him, an 
obtained from Hugh the pawnbroker's and plate licences d^ 
indorsed, and having paid Hugh the 100?., obtained the reed] 
above referred to." Now, that averment relates to an 
transaction between two persons, both of whom are dead- 
Hugh necessarily dead, because the question arises as to h 
estate,— but this action is not brought into Court until 
brother also had passed away. 

Now, we have first, I think, to consider what is the evidence 
available as to this alleged transaction, and in the first placets 
there any evidence, and if so what, as to what Hu^, the party 
who is alleged to have handed over the estate, did upon tiiis 
subject ? It is in this relation that the.receipt which has been 
produced derives its chief importance. It is not disputed ihi* 
that document is in the handwriting of Hugh, or at least is 
signed by Hugh, and it purports to record that he has given te 
Arthur all " my interest in the pawnbroking offices and Bale- 
room . . . also stock of jewellery and household fomiture . . ^ 
and cash in bank." It is said as against that document that it 
is merely a simulate document made up to record a simulate 
transaction. Well, then, I turn to the facts regarding the 
transaction— and it seems to me this is a part of the case of the 
highest importance, because it may turn out, and I think does 
turn out, that the proved facts of the case shew that for m 
reason or another, — for one consideration or another,— Hugfc 
did divest himself of the business, and did invest Arthur wit! 
the estate mentioned in that receipt. Those facts are theee 
that the bank account was closed on the day after the dateo 
the receipt— the bank account having stood in the name of tb 
two brothers, who were partners in the pawnbroking bnaines 
—and that thereupon a new account was opened in the aoJ 
name of Arthur; that the pledge-books from about that tini 
were opened in Arthur's name; that the month following tb 
pawn-tickets were issued in Arthur's name— these docnmenl 
having theretofore been in the;name of the firm; it is prove 
also — and here comes another overt and undisputable act ( 
Hugh— that the licences both for the pawnbroking busina 
and for the plate were indorsed by Hugh to Arthur, and thi 
Arthur thereafter carried on the business which he was auth 
rised to do by those licences, the copartnership having oeaei 
to exist so far as these outward and visible signs of existen 



and estate, reserving all questions of expenses : Grants leave to were concerned. Now, suppose that this were a complete 
reclaim against this interlocutor." undisputed transaction ; suppose the two brothers had cafl 
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the BeTenue authorities down to see them go through the 
pperotion of transferring the property, diyesting the one and 
iBTesting the other, what more could anybody have suggested ? 
There was of course no removal of effects, because the two 
brothers were living together and carrying on business together, 
iiid the natural thing, supposing this to have been a transaction 
eompletely above board, was that there should be no removal of 
e&cts, and therefore I sum up this part of the case by saying 
tfaftt I think that there is there proof of the most definite 
dflseription of the divestiture of Hugh and the investiture of 
Arthur. 

But then I go on to ask, what record have we of what Arthur 
ttid as to the transaction which is now averred by his executors 
to have taken place ? Here again, there is no deficiency of 
endence, because we find on the evidence of a gentleman — 
Mr. M'Groary— who is called as a witness for the Crown, that 
it the time that a demand, or rather I should say an inquiry, 
1*8 being made by the Bevenue authorities, he wrote the letter 
which has been printed, and that he did that on the instruc- 
tJons of Arthur. Now, what he there says is this, — " The late 
Hugh Knnigan was a partner of the firm of H. & A. Finnigan, 
pawnbrokers, Glas^w, of which my client was also a partner. 
On the 15th Febmary 1886, three and a-half months before his 
death, the late Mr. Finnigan conveyed his whole interest in the 
hasmess carried on by that firm to my client." Now, I take 
another case proved by the same witness — ^a witness, I again 
observe, who was called for the Crown— and I find that Mr. 
ITGioary was the author, or rather I should say the compiler 
of the statements made for Arthur during Arthur's life in the 
Sheriff Conrt action; and Mr. M'Groary says in very pointed 
tenns,—'*! faithfully put down the instructions which had 
l»en received from Arthur " ; and that statement, so far as 
material to the present question, is a most complete and lucid 
statement exactly of the transaction which is now asserted to 
ha?e taken place and completely in accordance with the account 
pTen of the matter to the Revenue authorities when they 
ipi^ied for information. I take another source of information 
•B to the sayings of Arthur upon this subject, and that is again 
Mother witness called for the Crown — Stephen Henry. In 
oamination in chief he was asked, "Do you remember of 
Arthur Finnigan referring in conversation to the receipt that 
W been signed in his favour by Hugh some time before he 
^fid? (A.) He told me about it. I cannot remember the 
qiecial conversation we had, but he certainly gave me to under- 
stand that as Hugh was in very indifferent health, and indeed, 
as he was not likely to recover, he sold him his interest in the 
^wsiness. (Q.) Did he tell you for what purpose the receipt 
W been granted ? (A.) I really could not say positively that 
he gave me any other reason beyond what I have stated, viz., 
that, owing to illness, Hugh had made up his mind to part with 
liis interest in the business, (Q.) Do you remember of his 
aying anything to you about escaping duty? (A.) I should 
not like to say that that was really mentioned by Arthur, 
although at the time I may have had my own impressions, I 
don't think that Arthur said anything further than what I have 
•J«ady stated." Now, setting aside in the meantime the im- 
pwssionfi of this witness, and confining one's self to what he 
*c^ly attests, there you have a perfectly explicit statement 
by oae whom the Crown must regard as a credible witness of 
tiie account given by Arthur, and that is in complete conformity 
Na 33-1896. 



with all the pieces of evidence which I have up to this moment 
referred to. 

Now, I should be disposed to hold that the case stated upon 
record by the defenders is proved by these facts and that 
evidence. But then it is suggested for the Crown that colour 
is given to that evidence by the statement introduced by Mr- 
Henry, which I take as a specimen, that this transaction was 
entered into with a view of escaping duty, and one of the 
witnesses, Mr. M'Groary, hints at the same thing, or at least he 
says that he had heard in his intercourse with Arthur Finnigan 
that Hugh had all along intended to give to him if he survived* 
while he on the other hand was to give to Hugh if he survived, 
the succession. Now, it seems to me the legal question thus 
raised is solved by the case of OcUlotvay, 11 Rettie, 541— solved 
I mean in the view which I take of the facts regarding the 
transfer of the estate in question. Let it be that Hugh and his 
brother Arthur had been minded that the survivor of the two 
should succeed to the conunon property of both, and that that 
frame of mind was never interrupted, yet the facts shew that 
Hugh when death drew near abandoned the idea of mere testa- 
mentary disposition of his affairs, and then and there handed 
over his property to his brother. That is just the case of 
Galloway, the mode of transference being in this case different, 
merely because the nature of the estate is somewhat different. 

We are asked to attach importance to the extreme improba- 
bility of the transaction thus attested by evidence, and recorded 
under the hands of Hugh, ever having taken place. I think it 
would be a strong conclusion to discard the evidence which I 
have referred to, but I cannot see that the antecedent improba- 
bility when scrutinised is nearly so great as at first sight would 
appear. It is one of the conmionplaces in argument in such 
cases that it is very improbable that a man would denude 
himself of all he has, and leave himself at the mercy even of 
a brother. But then, when we turn to the facts about this 
unfo^unate man, it appears that he was in such a state of 
health that practically the door of hope of recovery was closed. 
There is a most painful account given of his condition about 
the time of this transaction—there is no use being particular 
about dates, because he was dying of mortification in his leg, 
which had gone on for years. He had been worn to a skeleton 
by the month of May, and he died towards the end of May, and 
that state of matters, although it had of course got worse, had 
been substantially the same for months and yearn, and I cannot 
doubt that Hugh, like everybody who saw him, was aware that 
it was merely a question of time, probably a very short time, 
how soon his lease of life would be over. 

It is said on behalf of the Crown that the 1007. which is said 
to have been the price paid for Hugh's interest in the estate is 
out of all conscience and belief, because his interest in the 
estate was, as the Crown represents, something like 8000?. or 
4000/.— or more if we are to assume, contrary to all the pre- 
sumptions of the case, that he had a larger interest than one- 
half in the business. But then does that question not come to 
depend very much on what the man was likely to be willing to 
take, lying as he was, dying by inches, worn to a skeleton, and 
looking death in the face? It seems to me very likely that he 
might say, " I might give it you altogether, but I won't denude 
for less than 100?., and 100?. will be the price." It is not neces- 
sary in the view which I take of the case that we should be 
satisfiedjeither that he attached any importance to the 100?., 
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and still less that the lOOL was paid, if we are satisfied that 
Hugh divested himself of his estate de presenti in fayoor of 
Arthur, and I think it proved that he did. I have examined 
that part of the case, because I cannot say that the case 
impresses me as one the decision of which in favour of the next 
of kin would at all open the door to fraud, or suggest that 
fraud is easily perpetrated in such cases. The probabilities 
here make it an eminently acceptable view that this transaction 
truly was that of a living man handing over his property to his 
brother, and if that be the case, the Crown have no interest in 
this estate. 

The Lord Ordinary has taken a view which, I confess, I 
cannot very well appreciate, at all events so far as its logic is 
concerned ; because his Lordship finds that shortly before his 
death Hugh Finnigan transferred his estate and effects to 
Arthur Finnigan, but he adds " as a donation mortis oauM," 
Now, the facts of the case, for the painful reason I have men- 
tioned, make it not highly probable that there should be need 
to make such a provision as is implied in the words donation 
mortis causa ; because I think, as it was put from the bar, that 
this was a doomed man who recognised the very short span of 
life he had alone to count upon. But I cannot discover any- 
thing at all in the evidence to support the viewithat there was 
a condition in this case of the kind which is implied, in the 
expression donation mortis causa. 

It is right that I should refer to one point in the case which 
has been made much of in argument for the Crown, and that is 
the proceedings in the Sheriflf Court action,'and its termination. 
Now, so far as Mrs. M'Court's statements in that record are 
concerned, I do not think that they have much importance 
unless as prejudicing the evidence given by Mrs, M'Court her- 
self in this case. Mrs. M'Court's evidence, however, is viewed 
with suspicion by the Lord Ordinary, and probably with good 
reason ; but in all I have said, and in the argument addressed 
to us from the bar for the next of kin, nothing is made to 
depend upon Mrs. M'Court's evidence, for I think the case is 
proved apart from Mrs. M'Court's evidence. But what she said 
in the Sheriff Court action would only be important if it went 
to prove that she derived her information from what her 
brother Hugh or her brother Arthur had told her, for of the 
transaction itself she knew nothing one way or the other. 
Now, there is no evidence as to her knowledge from Arthur or 
Hugh of the facts, and thei*efore I do not think that what she 
said there is of very much importance. Then when we turn to 
the compromise which terminated the action, I do [not think it 
is very impressive as real evidence in the case. This man 
Arthur compromised an action which sought to make bim hand 
over his brother's estate for distribution, and he compromised 
it by doing what? Nothing very onerous. He was living or 
going to live with his sister. He agreed to pay her 2?. a-week; 
he bound himself to leave her 1000/., which probably he would 
have done without any obligation, for it does not appear that 
he had any other relatives than his sister, and he had, accord- 
ing to the statement of the Crown, several thousand pounds to 
dispose of, so that I do not think that is a very cogent fact one 
way or the other. 

That, therefore, seems to me to leave the ground clear for the 
inference being drawn in this case, &om what I think are the 
adequately proven facts of transference, of divestiture of Hugh 
and investiture of Arthur during the life of Hugh; and upon 



that ground I am prepared to decide the case by recalling the 
Lord Ordinary's judgment. 

LoBD Adam.— It appears to me that the question in this case 
is whether Hugh divested himself of his property during his 
life in favour of his brother Arthur. If he did so with the 
intention, as it rather appears that he did, of eyading the 
Crown's taxes, I think that that does not in the least invalidate 
the result of what he did ; for I think the question is, did he, 
or did he not, during his life divest himself of his property? 

The first document by which it is said he aocomphshed that 
end is the receipt of February, 1886, but it has been said that 
that sets up an entirely simulate transaction. I do not at all 
agree with that view. I think if the question were whether 
the transaction was a true sale for true value or not, the result 
might be doubtful, but that is not the question here. I do not 
think it matters in the very least degree, if it be a real traoBac- 
tion, whether you call it a transaction of sale, a transaction of 
donation, or a transaction in which there is a mixture of both. 
The cardinal question is, whether it was a real transaction? 
Was it followed by a cfo facto transfer of Hugh's property to 
Arthur ? If it was, then I think the case for the Crown must 
fail ; if it was not, then I think the case for the Crown must 
succeed. 

Now, I concur with your Lordship that the facts in this case 
shew that the transaction, whether it be sale or whether it he 
absolute donation, was carried out by a transfer of this pro- 
perty. The nature of the property here must be kept in view. 
So far as appears, the only property which Hugh had was pro- 
perty which he and Arthur had in common, namely, a joint 
share in the business of pawnbroking, which they carried on in 
partnership. How did they deal with it ? Immediately after 
this transaction was entered into the name of the firm was 
changed— the name of Hugh disappeared, and the businesses 
were in future carried on in the name of Arthur. The hank 
account, as your Lordship has pointed out, was at the time 
transferred from the firm name to the sole name of Arthur. 
Now, that could not have been done, as your Lordship pointed 
out in the discussion, unless the bank had direct authority. 
The licences also were altered, and the pawntickets altered, and 
everything was done that could be done de facto to transfer the 
property which had formerly been the property of Hugh and 
Arthur to the sole administration of Arthur. If that be so, 
what more was wanted to divest Hugh and invest Arthur? I 
see nothing. I think the transfer was accomplished de facto, 

1 am far from saying that the Crown is not entitled to get 
behind such a transaction — whether it be a transfer as on a 
purchase or by way of donation— and to shew that the trans- 
action was truly of the nature of a donatio mortis causal But I 
do not think that there is any presumption in favour of the 
Crown that the transaction was of such a nature ; I think the 
question is whether the Crown have made that out in point 
of fact. 

As your Lordship said, the conclusion that a person during 
his life has divested himself of ahnost his whole estate is in 
certain circumstances one which the Court would have extreme 
difficulty in reaching. Suppose that a person in the prime of 
life is said to have made over his estate to somebody else thereby 
making himself a beggar, it would be very difficult to accept 
the statement. But it is entirely a question of circumstances, 
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nd the presninption arismg from the; state ofi a man's} health 
may lead to a veiy opposite concliusion. If a man, as in this 
case, is on deathbed, ill of a decease from which there is no 
hspe of recoYery, in that ease there ceases to be a presumption 
against his diYesting himself, and there arises a presumption 
that he would do so absolutely, if he transferred his property at 
all. Therefore, in the particular circtmistances of this case, I 
do not think the presumption is at all against the Yiew that 
Hugh made an absolute donation of his estate, and I think that 
there is but little to faYour the Yiew that the transaction was a 
dooation mortis catud. 

On the whole matter I agree with your Lordship that the 
Lord Ordinary's interlocutor should be reYersed. 

LoBD MliAJUDT. — ^After giYing my best attention to the Yiews 
of the Lord Ordinary, I am unable to concur in the results at 
vldch he has arrlTod. 

The question really is, as it appears to me, whether Hugh 
Finmgan diYested himself of the estate and gaYe it to his 
hioiher to the effect of constituting an irroYocable or a roYo- 
cable donation. Your Lordship has stated the reasons which 
indaee me to think that in this case the donation must be pre- 
Bomed to be and was in fact an irroYocable donation, and the 
only difficulty which attends the case arises not so much from 
any doubt as to what Hugh Finnigan meant, as from the cir- 
cnmstanoe that he did not take the most direct mode of accom- 
l^ishing Ms object. Listead of saying in plain words that he 
made oYer his share of the business without consideration to 
his brother, he put in what may be held in the circumstances 
to be the nominal consideration of 100/., and that throws a 
eertain element of suspicion OYer the transaction. But when 
that element is fairly regarded, it does not appear to me to 
throw any doubt upon the reality of the transaction, and the 
probability is that the sum was merely mentioned as being 
the probable amount which Hugh would haYO to draw during the 
few weeks that he expected to liYe, or which would haYe to be 
paid for him by his brother out of the fund which he receiYed. 
^'ow, it seems to me that we must consider this case exactly* as 
we Bhonld do if we had an action by a donor who had recoYered, 
or who thought he was going to recoYer, and desired to get 
^ his estate. And while it must be taken as part of our law 
that a donation mortis causa remains to the end subject to the 
ccmdition that, in the CYent of the donor's recoYory, the pro- 
poty shall be glYen back, yet I agree with an obserYation which 
Taa made in argument, and with Lord Adam, that such a con- 
dition in the general case would be Yery easily presumed. If a 
man who is Yery ill, it may be, of some disease which has not 
iindennined the constitution, but has a tendency to cut off life, 
Bodi as a feYer, makes OYor his estate in the form of a donation, 
the law will Yery easily presume that he meant that donation 
to be conditional on his death, and that it was .'merely a sub- 
stitate for what our law does not allow in express terms, a 
naiumpatiYe will. In such) a case where the circumstances 
vere such as to lead irresistibly to the conclusion that the 
donation must haYe been conditional on the donor dying of the 
^Jaease, then of course the Crown would be entitled to legacy- 
duty. But the reason why, in common with your Lordships, I 
t^ there is no such right in the present case is the peculiar 
iiatare of this man's condition, which rendered it impossible 
^ he could reoorer. The nature of the disease was such that 



he could not possibly recoYer, and he was doubtless apprised of 
that, and knew that he had only a few weeks or months to lije. 
That being so, there was no occasion for any implied condition 
about recoYery, and I am not going to read such a condition 
where the circumstances were not such as would giYe rise to it, 
and it is not expressed on the face of the written document pur- 
porting to make OYer the property. The result is, that as this 
donation was made and carried into effect more than three 
months before the death of Hugh Finnigan, it is excepted from 
the operation of the Act which constitutes the account-duty, 
and is to be regarded as in all respects a donation inter vivos, 

LoBD KiNNEAB coucurrod. 

Thb Coxjbt recalled the Lord Ordinary's interlocutor, and 
assoilzied the defenders. 



COURT OF SESSION, FIRST DIVISION. 



May 30, 1893. 

Edwaud Maughan (SuTYoyor of Taxes), Appellant. 

Thh Gkneral Tbustebb of the Fbbb Chueoh op Scotland, 

Respondents. 

20 Rettie, 759. 

Revenue ^Income-Tax^ Exemption ---CharitaXjiU purposes — Income- 
Tax Ady 1842 (5 <fc 6 Ftc<. o. 35), «. 61, iScfcedute A, Bule 6. 

The Income-tax Act, 1842, Schedule A, rale 6, provides for certain 
allowances to be made from income-tax, and, inter alia, on " the rents 
and profits of lands, tenements, . . . vested in the trustees for charitable 
purposes," on proof before the Commissioners for Special Purposes of 
the application of the said rents and profits to charitable purposes 
only. 

The General Trustees of the Free Church of Scotland having been 
assessed for income-tax on the annual value of their Assembly Hall 
under the general rale of Schedule A, claimed exemption in respect 
of the branch of rule 6 above quoted. It appeared that the Assembly 
Hall was used for church purposes, and was unlet and yielded no 
rents or profits. 

Held that the part of rale 6 founded on had no application to the 
case, as the Assembly Hall yielded no rent or profits. 

Mb. R. R. Simpson, W.S., depute-clerk of the Assembly of the 
Free Church of Scotland, acting for and on behalf of the General 
Trustees of the Free Church of Scotland, appealed to the 
Conunissioners of Income-tax for the district of the city of 
Edinburgh against an assessment under Schedule A of the 
Income-tax Act, 1842, on 238^., being the annual Yalue of the 
Free Church Assembly Hall, Edinburgh, on the ground that 
the hall was used for charitable purposes only, and referred to 
the Income-tax Act of 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), s. 61, Schedule A, 
rule 6. 

The Conunissioners sustained the appeal and relicYed the 



The Surveyor of Taxes obtained a case for the opinion of the 
Court of Exchequer. 

The following facts were set forth in the case :—" The Free 
Church Assembly Hall is held by the General Trustees of the 
Free Church of Scotland in trust for the Free Church. The 
hall was built expressly for the place of meeting of the Free 
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Church General Aasembly, held annually in the month of May, 
when it sits for about ten days, and also for meetings of Com- 
missions of Assembly, who sit about three times a-year. It is, 
however, occasionally used for other purposes, principally of a 
religious or semi-religious nature, and for charitable and tem- 
perance causes. On one occasion, many years ago, the use of it 
was given, in special circumstances, for a meeting at which 
Mr. Gladstone spoke, and a course of lectures under the Health 
Society has also been delivered in it. On such occasions no 
charge is made for admission to the public, but a charge is 
made on the party engaging the hall of from 2?. 3s. to 3Z. 3s. per 
day, which does not exceed the actual expenses of lighting, 
heating, and cleaning the hall on such occasions." 

The surveyor argued ;— The assessment was on the hall, not 
on the rents, for there were none, and the hall did not fall 
under the class of buildings exempted by rule 6. The Free 
Church claimed exemption under the 4:th clause of that rule, 
but that clause applied only to rents and profits, and there were 
admittedly none such here. Besides the General Commissioners 
had no x)ower to deal with such a claim. The proper course 
was for the Free Church to obtain a certificate from the Com- 
missioners for Special Purposes, which had not been done. 

The respondents argued;— The claim came under the 4th 
clause of rule 6. The hall had been built by subscription, and 
was vested in trustees for the purpose of providing a meeting- 
place for the Free Church free of rent. The result was the 
same as if the trustees charged the Free Church a rent for the 
hall, and then returned it to the church as a donation for 
church purposes, and church purposes were charitable puiv 
poses. Commissioners for Special Purposes of Income-tojx v. 
Femsd, [1891] A. C. 631; Inland Revenue v. Boyal College of 
Surgeons of Edinburgh, March 19, 1892, 19 Kettie, 761; Society 
of Writers to the Signet v. Inland Bevenue, Nov. 3, 1886, 
U Eettie, 84. 



LoED Pbesidknt.— I am clear that the Commissioners are 
wrong. The Free Church Assembly Hall was assessed by the 
surveyor under the general rule of Schedule A, and apart from 
the allowances which are specially expressed in the subsequent 
parts of the Act there can be no doubt whatever that the assess- 
ment was right. The owners, however, of this hall, who are 
the General Trustees of the Free Church of Scotland, appealed 
to the Commissioners, and their case was that they were entitled 
to have an allowance made under the rule No, 6 of sect. 61 of 
the Act. 

Now, the hall in question is in the hands of these general 
trustees, and it is part of their case that they are not deriving 
any rents or profits from their hall. Accordingly, I should 
have thought that ^ma/octe their appeal must be made for an 
allowance on the building. But the first three branches of the 
rule No. 6 are so expressed as to put them entirely out of Court 
under those branches of the rule. To put it shortly, they are 
not a college or hall of any of the universities, nor is this a 
hospital, public school, or ahnshouse, nor can they say that 
they are a literary or scientific institution. Accordingly they 
have made their demand for an allowance under the fourth 
h6ad of the rule, which reads thus : — " On the rents and profits 
of lands, tenements, hereditaments, or heritages belonging to 
any hospital, public school, or ahnshouse, or vested in trustees 
or charitable purposes, so far as the same are applied to chari- 



table purposes." Now, I think it perfectly plain that Uiis 
clause relates to rents and profits of lands as distingaished from 
lands themselves. The contradistinction is very well brought 
out by what was pointed out by the Solicitor-General,— the 
double mention of hospital, public school, and almshouse,— the 
first of these being in the second and the other in the fourth 
head of No. 6. That the exemption in question— namely, the 
fourth— is applied to rents and profits as distinguished from 
buildings is further made manifest by the procedure which is 
prescribed for the allowance being made in that case. Where 
an allowance on that head is asked there is to be proof before 
the Commissioners of the application of the rents and profits, 
and it is contemplated that the application may be in port for 
charitable purposes, and in part for other purposes. That is 
brought still more clearly out by the 62nd section, where the 
certificate which is to have the effect of granting the allowMHse 
is to set out the allowance to be granted under the schedule; 
and that series of enactments makes this perfectly plain, tint 
the Commissioners, before granting this allowance, must firet 
of all see what are the rents and profits derived from the build- 
ings in question; secondly, the whole application of them; and 
then, to what extent, if any, that application is for charitaWe 
purposes. That demonstrates that the allowance now asked is 
inapplicable to the case of the hall in regard to which the 
allowance is asked, being in the hands of the trustees whoare 
claiming that allowance. No such procedure is practicable in 
the case of an unlet hall. 

This view of the case makes it unnecessary to considfirthe 
question, which has been more or less discussed at the bar,» 
to the application of the decision in the case of Femsd to the 
matter in hand. If I am right, we do not reach the qnestia 
whether the purposes are charitable purposes, because we hai? 
not got the thing which is alone to be applied to chaiitatie 
purposes, namely, money. 

I think, therefore, that the Trustees'of the Free Chuich hate 
failed to make out that they are entitled to an allowance Tindef 
any branch of head 6. That being so, the assessment is opco 
to no objection, and accordingly I think we must sustain the 
appeal, and reverse the decision of the Commissioners. 



LoBD Adam.— -The question here is whether the Free Church 
of Scotland is entitled to an allowance in respect of the annual 
value of the Free Church Assembly Hall. The haU, as yonf 
Lordship has pointed out, is not let, and no rent or profit * 
derived from it. Now, it appears to me that there is no quef- 
tion that the Assembly Hall, as a heritable subject, falls wil^ 
the assessing clause; and the question is, whether, notwith- 
standing that being so, they are entitled to the *^^^^ 
claimed. Now, it appears to me that the allowances are allowed 
and provided for in the Act upon rents and profits derived b^ 
lands and other heritable subjects. I think if there was a»j 
case of allowance here, it being a claim for an *^^^*^^j^i 
buildings, and not on rents and profits, they must have eou^ 
it under the subdivision on that matter contained in the ^^J^ 
It is clear that the buildings are provided for by that I* 
Free Church could have declared that they fell ^**^^ 
category of a hospital, or public school, or almshouse, ^^ 
the buildings for which they claim exemption were not ^'^ 
by the persons pointed at in the clause, they would p«>w^ 
have been entitled to an allowance. But they do not fallwito^ 
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that clause ; they are not a hospital^ public school^ or alms- 
honse^ and that is the only class of buildings which are 
entitled to exemption or allowance. But they say, "Oh, but 
we are under the next succeeding section, where it is said that 
an allowance may be made for rents and profits of lands, tene- 
ments, and so on, belonging to a hospital, or vested in trustees 
for charitable purposes." The answer to that is again an 
answer in fact: that the clause deals only with rents and 
profits of lands, and it is admitted that there are no rents and 
profits from the subjects here in question. Mr. Jameson 
argued,—" True, I must admit there are no rents and profits 
deriTed from it, but supposing we were to let it then we should 
have rents and profits," and that is quite true. But if you 
daun exemption you must fall clearly within the words of the 
Btatnte under which you are claiming the exemption. It can- 
not be allowed by ingenious arguments such as were presented 
to US by Mr. Jameson. On the whole matter, I haye no 
hesitation in agreeing with your Lordship. 

LoBD MIjAesn. — I accept entirely the argument addressed 
to ns by the Solicitor-General, and especially the fundamental 
distinction to which he drew our attention between those 
clanses which relate to property in the personal or inmiediate 
occupation of any corporate or gtMin-oorporate body, and the 
taxation of the income of that body, or such part of it as may 
be deiiyed from heritable estate. One sees very cogent reasons 
for dealing separately with these two subjects, because there is 
hardly any corporation in the kingdom, or public body, which 
does not apply some part of its funds to what may be described 
as charitable purposes, according to the wide extension which 
has lately been given to that term. But I suppose there are 
few who would maintain that the halls of such bodies as 
the Lcmdon Mercantile Corporations should be exempt from 
taxation because these bodies spend a large part of their income 
091 hospitality, and also give considerable sums towards the 
maintenance of schools, or of charitable endowments. The hall 
in such a case is a proper corporate residence, a place for the 
tnuisBction of the business of the company and the entertain- 
iQflnt of its friends, and is just as proper a subject of taxation 
tt any prirate residence. Accordingly the class of buildings 
^ the personal occupation of a public body that are to be 
exempted from taxation is very strictly defined by statute. 
They include a very limited class of cases, and one may say 
only cases where the purposes to which the buildings are 
devoted are such as would be universally recognised as being 
of a beneficial character to the public, such as university halls, 
Uteraiy societies, and hospitals for the cure of disease. We 
held in the case of the Signet Library, and also in the case of 
the Soxgecms' Hall, that clauses of exemption from taxation 
were not to be extended analogically, but were to be strictly 
construed. 

When you come to the case of income derived from real or 
heritable estate, then the statute takes a very intelligible dis- 
tinction, that you are only entitled to exemption in respect of 
K> much of the income as you can prove in the manner there 
pointed out to be specifically appropriated to purposes of 
^^^ty. In this way aLw the Exchequer is protected against 
the laige exemptions which might otherwise be claimed on the 
Snmnd that in some vague or partial sense the body corporate 
is a charitable institution. I agree with your Lordships with 

Ka 84.-1898. 



respect to the present case, that while this may be a building 
which is applied to purposes which are laudable and beneficial 
to the community, yet these buildings do not fall within the 
class which are exempted from taxation ; and that under this 
case we cannot consider the other matter, the application of 
rents, which after all amounted only to a few pounds a-year, 
and which I do not understand to be involved in the appeal. 

Lord Einneab concurred. 

The Court pronounced this interlocutor: — "Reverse the 
determination of the Commissioners for general purposes, and 
decern: Find the General Trustees of the Free Church of 
Scotland liable to the Surveyor in expenses, and remit," &c. 



COURT OF SESSION, FIRST DIVISION. 

June 16, 1893. 

The Galashiels Provident Building Society, Pursuers 

(Respondents). 

Kenneth Nbwlands, Defender (Appellant). 

20 Eettie, 821. 

Bevenue — Ineome-iax — Deduction of income-tax — Income^Tax Ad, 1853" 
(16 & 17 Via, c. 84), «. 40. 

By Bcct. 40 of the Iscomo-Tax Act, 1853, it is provided that every 
person who shall he liable to the payment of anj yearly interest of 
money shall be entitled, *'on making enoh payment," to deduci 
inoime-tax theroform. EM (dtt&. Lord Kinnear) that if the debtor 
makes payment of interest without deducting tho income-tax, he 
loses tho right to the deduction in respect of sach interest. 

Kenneth Nbwlands, sometime schoolmaster, Stobo, Peebles- 
shire, and thereafter residing in Selkirk, became a member of 
the Galashiels Provident Building Society in 1865, and in 1866 
obtained an advance from the society and granted a bond for 
repayment to the society of the advance with interest. The 
interest stipulated by the bond was paid without deduction of 
income-tax, and ultimately the principal sum in the bond was 
satisfied and discharged. 

In July 1891 the society, which had been incorporated under 
the Building Societies Act, 1874, brought an action in the 
Sheriff Court at Selkirk against Newlands for payment of a 
sum cUumed to be due to the Society. 

In defence, Newlands maintained {intefi- alia) that the society 
were bound to account to him for the income-tax corresponding 
to the interest which he had paid under the bond. 

The Sheriff (Hope), varying the judgment of the Sheriff- 
Substitute, gave decree for the full amount claimed. 

[The authorities cited on the question of income-tax were :— 
Fraser v. Fraser, Feb. 2, 1827, 5 S. 348; Bell v. Thomson, 
Nov. 30, 1867, 6 Macph. 64, 40 Scot Jur. 43; Lalinellington 
Iron Company v. Glasgow and South-Western Railway ComjMiny, 
Feb. 26, 1889, 16 Rettie, 523; Middlesborough Building Society, 
Aug. 10, 1885, 53 L. T. 492.] 

The defender appealed, and after hearing parties, the judges 
gave their judgments, which, so far as relates to the question of 
income-tax, were as follows : — 

LoBD Pbesident. — . . . With regard to the claim for deduc- 
tion of income-tax, the provision of the Act of Parliament is 
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this—" Every person who shall be liable to the payment of any 
rent, or any yearly interest of money . . . shall be entitled, and 
is hereby authorised, on making such payment, to deduct and 
retain hereout the amount of the rate of duty which at the 
time when such payment becomes due shall be payable under 
this Act" If the debtor does not make the deduction at the 
time of paying the interest, is he entitled when subsequently 
settling with his creditor to claim the deduction from his 
creditor, as if the deduction had been taken on payment being 
made? I think, as Lord Adam said in the course of the dis- 
cussion, that it would be unsafe in dealing with so artificial 
a system as that set up by the Income-Tax Acts to step beyond 
what the statute itself enacts. 
I am therefore for affirming the Sheriff's decision. 

Lord Adam. — I am of the same opinion. 

Lord M'Labbn concurred. 

Lord Kiknbab. — ^I am of the same opinion ... On the point 
as to income-tax, I haye felt difficulty, but at the same time I 
do not dissent from the judgment which your Lordships are 
about to pronounce, as I am not sure that the defender has 
succeeded in bringing himself within the terms of the clause on 
which the claim must be founded. It is conceded that the 
defender, whether in a position to do so or not, did not in fact 
avail himself of the privilege of deducting the income-tax " on 
maklDg payment " of the interest due under the bond, but I am 
not disposed to say that it is impossible for a debtor to obtain 
the benefit of the statutory provision even although he has not 
made the deduction according to the strict terms of the statute, 
if he shews that he has paid the interest without making the 
deduction, and that the creditor has got the .benefit of the 
payment. If the defender's case were, that though he was not 
within the strict terms of the statute, he was nevertheless 
entitled, in respect of the course of dealing, and the manner of 
accounting, which had been usual between him and his creditor, 
to maintain that the benefit of the clause was open to him, I 
should be unable to decide without inquiry into these matters. 
But it is clear enough that in a small case like the present it 
would not be a mercy, but a cruelty, to allow a proof of that 
kind, and indeed none is asked. The view, therefore, on which 
I proceed is, that the pursuer is not within the strict terms of 
the statute, and that he has produced no evidence to shew that 
he is entitled to the benefit of the clause on any other grounds. 



COURT OF SESSION, FIRST DIVISION. 



December 12, 1893. 

Scottish Isvestment Trust Compant, Limited, Appellants. 
Surveyor of Taxes, Respondent. 

21 Bettie, 262. 

Hevenue — Ineome'taz — Invettment Trust Company — Profits or gains 
^Property and Income Tax Act, 1842 (5 <fe 6 Viet. c. 35), Schedule I>— 
First Case. 

The memorandnm of association of a company stated that its 
objects were to raise money by share capital and invest the same in 
stocks and shares, to vary ^'the investments of the company, and 



generally to sell, exchange, or otherwise dispose of, deal with, or ton 
to accoont any tk the assets of the company." 

Held that gains made by the company by realising inTestmenti at 
larger prices than those paid for them were to be reckoned as ''profiti 
and gains " of the company, in the sense of the Property and Ihqobm- 
Tax Act, 1842, Schedole D. 

The Scottish Investment Trust Compant, Limited, ai^ed 
to the Commissioners of Income-Tax for the county of Mid* 
lothian against the following assessment under SchedulfiDof 
the Income-Tax Act, 1842,* for the year ending 1st NoTember, 
1892:— 

Balance on revenue account, after allowing for £ t. <t 
taxed income and disallowing debenture 
interest and income-tax .... 3964 3 

Net profits on sales of securities during the 
year stated on page 1 of annual report . 2138 17 i 

Total (after deduction of loss on sales of stock), 6108 I 
Upon which the duty at 6d. was 162/. II9. 6d. 

The ground of appeal was that the sums second aboye men* 
tioned (2188Z. 175. Sd.) being " increases on realisation of 
stocks of this company are capital sums, and therefore Bilk 
liable to assessment for income-tax." 

The Commissioners refused the appeal 

The company obtained a case for the opinion of the Oooit 

The case stated (inter alia) that the company was establidiflii 
in 1887 ''for the objects set forth in the original piospeciav 
and in the memorandum of association." The case, as 
incorporated the prospectus and the memorandum of 
tion. The prospectus stated (inter alia) as follows:— ""Diii 
object of the Scottish Investment Trust Company is to^flr 
the principle of co-operation to the investment of moiu?,* 
that investors may by uniting their means spread their inTOk* 
ments over a wide field, thus obtaining a higher rate of inteiei 
with greater security and exemption from liability than if ^ 
amount subscribed by each shareholder were independattf 
invested. . . ." 

The memorandum of association provided (inter alia)^ 
"3. The objects for which the company is established aw:- 
(a) To raise money by share capital, on such terms and c<» 
ditions as may be thought desirable, and invest the anxwi 
thereof in, or otherwise acquire and hold, any of the in^wl 
ments following, — that is to say, the shares, stock, &g., of fl] 
company, (b) To borrow or raise money by the issue or salei 
any bonds, mortgages, debentures, or debenture stock of tti 
company, whether perpetual or otherwise, and to invest flV 
money so raised in any such investments as aforesaid. («) ^ 
acquire any such investments as aforesaid by original subflo^ 
tion, tender, or otherwise, and whether or not fully paid^i^ 
and to make payments thereon as called up, or in adnooeil 
calls, or otherwise, and to subscribe for the same, wther oiif| 
ditionally or otherwise, and to vary the investments of ^^ 
company, and generally to sell, exchange, or otherwise di^ 

♦ The Property and Income-Tax Act, 1842, Schedule D, Fint CiJJ 
Bule First, enacts, — " The dnty to be charged in respect theiw 
(i.e.f '* in respect of any trade, mannfaotnre, adventure, or oanoan * 
the nature of trade not contained in any other sohedule of tbls Aet> 
^ shall be computed on a sum not less than the full amount of w! 
balance of the profits or gains of such trade, &c., upon a fair ^^ff 
average of three years, ending on such day of the year imioedittfv 
preceding the day of assessment in whioh the accounts of the *" 
trade, &o., shall have been usually made up," ^c 
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of, deal witb^ or torn to account any of the assets of the 
eampany.'' 

The case then stated— 

'^n. The capital of the company is invested in yarious secnri- 
ties, and its reyenne is denyed from dividends and interest, 
^li was r^tered 27th July, 1887, and has issued fiye annual 
r^rts and statements of accounts to its proprietors. From 
these it appears that balances of profits on sales of securities 
haye been made annually from the conomencement, but they 
are entered in the ' reyenue' account in the report and statement 
for year to 1st November, 1891, only. 

"lEL The present assessment is based upon the fifth annual 
report and statement for year to 1st Noyember, 1892." 

Then foUowed the schedule of assessment as given above. 
The case then proceeded, — " It appears from the report by the 
farofifcees, appended hereto, that these profits on sales of securi- 
tiee were applied to write down the * book value ' of the com- 
pany's investments, as also was a further sum of 40,000/., 
naJdng a total of 42,138'. 17», Sd., the whole of which the 
trmtees consider permanent loss." 

The case stated that the Surveyor of Taxes " did not " before 
the Commissioners " dispute that loss on sales would have been 
adednction from profits, but pointed out that the sum now in 
queetion was ' net profit.' " 

From a schedule of the stocks sold during the year of assess- 
inent, appended to the case, it appeared that the cost of these 
stocks amounted to 8*6 per ceni of the original cost of invest- 
sients, and that in the cases of five out of seventeen of the 
fltoeb, both the purchase and sale (resulting in a profit) had 
iaken place within the year in question. 

The Commissioners stated that they, being of opinion '' (1) 
thai the net profits on sales of securities during the year, fell 
<o be reckoned among the profits and gains of the company, 
inespective of the manner of book-keeping ; and (2) that writ- 
ing snch profits against reduction of 'book value ^ of securities 
h«id by the company did not afford a ground of relief, refused 
the appeal." 

The questions for the opinion of the Court were : — " 1. 
Whether the net gain made by the company during the year, 
by realising investments at larger prices than were paid for 
tiiem, falls to be reckoned among the profits and gains of the 
oompany for assessment under the Income-Tax Acts ? 2. 
Whether the fact that such profits and gains have been written 
^unst depreciation in book value of investments held by the 
eompany, as part of its capital, is a ground for relief from such 
ttsessment?" 

The case was heard as an Exchequer Cause before the First 
iWrion of the Court 

Aigaed for the company (by Ure and Peddie) : — ^The profits 
CO the sales of stoeks had been properly charged to capital 
^oeonnt, and had never entered the income account; they were 
therefore not liable to income-tax. The schedule of particulars 
of atocks sold appended to the case shewed that the original 
WBt of the company's investments was 804,165?. 13*. Id, That 
^as book value, but the real value was much less, and they 
^6re entitled to set off the appreciation in the value of certain 
of the stocks, as shewn by the proceeds of the sales, against the 
Bineh larger depreciation of others, some of which were not 
«nly much depreciated, but were unsaleable and of no value at 
•1 The gain on the sales was not profit of the company in the 



sense of being earnings on its capital, but was an appreciation of 
capital, and the general depreciation being, in the opinion of 
the directors, permanent, it was only their duty to keep the 
capital at as nearly as possible its true value, as opposed to its 
book value, by setting off appreciation on the capital against 
depreciation. If it had been the business of the company to 
trade in stocks, and if they had looked to such trading for pay- 
ment of their dividend, then the assessment would have been 
right, but such tradiiig was no part of their business. The 
power given to the company in article 3 (c) of the memorandum, 
" to vary the investments of the company," did not contemplate 
trading in shares, but was ancillary and necessary to the power 
of acquiring and holding shares or stock of other companies. 
It was just such a power as trustees had in ordinary trusts to 
enable them to carry on the trust to the best advantage. That 
it was no part of the business of the company to trade in stocks 
and shares distinguished the case from those quoted by the 
Surveyor, and particularly from the case of the NortJiern Assur- 
ance Company* In all those cases the question had come to 
be— what was the nature of the fund, and how had it been 
applied? In the Northern Assurance case the directors had 
barred themselves from saying that profit on realisation of 
assets was not true profit, because they had treated it^ so them- 
selves by bringing it into their " profit and loss account," out 
of which they paid dividends. The decision of that case, there- 
fore, only decided the question on those circumstances. Here 
the company had never treated the sum gained as profits in the 
true sense of the word, but had always kept it in the capital 
account. Again, the case of the Edinburgh Southern Cemetery 
Company (^Edinburgh Southern Cemetery Company v. Surveyor 
of Taxes, Kov. 29, 1889, 17 Eettie, 154) was distinguished from 
the present, because there the profits out of which payments 
were made to capital account were the profits on the ordinary 
business of the company to which the company looked for pay- 
ment of dividend, and by the constitution of the company they 
were devoted to income purposes. So also the ground of judg- 
ment in the Coltners Iron Company case {Coltness Iron Com" 
party V. Solicitor of Inland JHevenue, Jan. 7, 1881, 8 Bettie, 351) 
was that the business sum invested in sinking new pits was 
in reality a deduction from annual profits of capital employed 
in the company's business. 

Argued for the respondent, by the Dean of Faculty (/Sir C. 
Pearson and A. J. Young) : — The case was precisely ruled by the 
Northern Assurance Company^s case, supra. The rule laid down 
by the Court there (16 Bettie, at p. 475) was not qualified in any 
way, and indeed the present case was less favourable to the 
company objecting to the tax than the other, because it was 
admittedly no part of the business of the NoHhern Assurance 
Company to traf&o in shares, while one of the objects of the 
appellants' company was, as stated in article 3 (c) of their 
memorandum, " to varythe investments of the oompany, and 
generaUy to sell, exchange, or otherwise dispose of, deal with, 
or turn to account any of the assets of the company." These 
words clearly pointed to a traffic in shares as one of the objects 
of the company, and the schedule of "Particulars of Stocks" 
appended to the case shewed that the company had themselves 
taken that view of their business, as in five of the sales there 

* A branch of the case reported under the name of the SeoUish 
Union and National Insurance Company v. Inland Hevenue, Feb. 8, 
1889, 16 Bettie, 461, at p. 473. 
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recorded the purchases had eyidently been made with a view to 
a rise, as the shares bought were only held for a few months, or 
even days. The question the Court had to decide was, what 
was the nature of the money proposed to be taxed? Was 
it profits or gains? If it was, then the Court had nothing 
to do with its destination. That was the view taken by the 
Court in the cases of the Northern Assurance Company, supra, 
the Cohness Iron Company (Coltness Iron Company v. Solicitor 
of Inland Revenue, Jan. 7, 1881, 8 Eettie, 851) and the Edinburgh 
Southern Cemetery Company {Edinburgh Southern Cemetery 
Company v. Surveyor of Taxes, Nov. 29, 1889, 17 Rettie, 154), 
and there were other cases to the like eflfect: Mersey Docks y. 
Lucas, June, 1883, 8 App. Cas. 891; Forder v. Handyside, 1876, 
1 Ex. D. 233. Here, where it was evident that the company 
had carried on business in buying and selling shares, the 
profits of that business must be looked on as ordinary income, 
and, just as in the Edinburgh Southern Cemetery case, the Court 
would not take into account that the profits or income won by 
that business had been applied to capital purposes. 

The Court delivered judgment as follows : — 

Lord President (Robertson).— The Commissioners have 
unended the case in terms of our remit, and we have now 
before us the memorandum of association of the appellant 
company. I observe that the articles of association are not 
made part of the case, but the memorandum affords informa- 
tion as to the business and objects of the company, which is of 
the highest importance for the decision of the questions sub- 
mitted to us. 

As its name indicates, this is an investment company, and 
the memorandum makes it plain that its profits are to be 
derived from various operations relating to the investments* 
The third head of the memorandum professes to state the 
objects of the company, and in head (c) of this enumeration 
occur the words, " to vary the investments of the company, and 
generally to sell, exchange, or otherwise dispose of, deal with« 
or turn to account any of the assets of the company." 

It is true that the doing of any of these things might be 
incidentally! necessary in the conduct of the business of any 
company. It is also true that this memorandum states in the 
latter heads of the same article several things which are less 
properly described as objects of a company than as incidental 
acts of administration. But from the structure of the memo- 
randum it appears that the varying the investments and turning 
them to account are not contemplated merely as proceedings 
incidentally necessary, for they take their place among what 
are the essential features of the business. In my view such 
speculations are among the appointed means of this company's 
gains. Accordingly, I should consider it legitimate for the 
directors to divide profits so made, although, in determining 
the amount divisible they would necessarily have regard not 
alone to the individual transaction yielding profit, but to the 
general results of their changes of investments. It would be 
right that they should maintain as strictly as possible the 
relative rights of separation between capital and income, and 
make all apportionments necessary in that behalf. 

My view of this company is, therefore, that its position in 
the present question is entirely distinguished from that of a 
private individual or an ordinary trader. Accordingly I think 
that it is wrong in its contention that increases on realisations 



of stocks of the company are capital sums and therefore not 
liable to assessment for income-tax. As regards the sums in 
question, they are stated in the report of the company to be net 
profits on sales of securities during the year. There is nothing 
before us to shew that a wider view of the operations of the 
company would prove this statement to be misleading, and if 
the appellant company point to their third contention in the 
case,— "In the year in which the tax is charged, the capital 
account of the company has had greater losses than profits, and 
the permanent loss on the capital account during the year has 
been considerable,"— I must observe that there is no statement 
of fact in the case to instruct ii This remark applies with the 
more force now that, after the various points had been mooted 
in debate, the case has been reconsidered and amended by th^ 
Commissioners. 

In determining this question I own to being influenced I7 
the decision of this Division in the Nort?iem Assurance CompaHy 
V. Inland Revenue, which is cited in the case. The ▼oidi 
quoted from it in the present case are evidently well considered; 
they form ipart of the judgment of the Court ; they are laid 
down as forming a rule for subsequent practice, and thej in 
terms apply to the case before us. I should be slow to depart 
from so authoritative an expression of opinion, and the argu- 
ment has failed to satisfy me that it is erroneous. 

I am for answering the first query in the afl^rmative, and the 
second in the negative. 

Lord Adah and Lord Einnbar ooncuned. 

The Lord Frbsidknt intimated that Lord M'LiBBf, who 
was absent when the case was advised, concurred in the 
judgment. 

The Court affirmed the determination of the Conmiissionen. 
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Thb Lord Advocate (Reclaimer) v. David Mubbat 
(Freckleton's Judicial Factor) and Others. 

21 Bettie, 743. 

Revenue — Legacy-duty — Legacy compounded for less than the amoviA 
thereof— Act 86 Geo. Ill, 0. 52, m. 23 and 87. 

The Act 86 Geo. III. c 52, s. 23, enacts that where a legacy shftll 
bo released for a consideration or oompoanded for less than the t»1o 
thereof, legacy-duty shall be paid in respect of such legacy accordiaj 
to the amount taken in satisfaction thereof. 

A competition between a person claiming a beqnest on behalf of 1 
class of beneficiaries nnder a will and the next of kin (a niece) ofthi 
testator, who maintained that the bequest was void from uQcertainty 
was terminated by joint minute nnder which each party received one 
half of the subject of the bequest. The Court interponed autborit: 
to the minute, and in terms thereof ranked and preferred ead 
claimant to one-half of the fond. 

The Crown then claimed legacy-duty at the rate of 10 per cent a 
the whole fond, on the ground tliat as the bequest had not been k 
aside the rate of duty for the whole was that payable by straageff i 
blood to the testator. The testator's next of kin maintained that tb 
rate of duty on the half payable to her under the arrangement ougb 
to be 3 per cent. only. 
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Bdd that, under sectioa 23 of the Act, the bequest haying been 
lekased for payment of one-half of its amount, duty at the rate of 
10 per cent, was payable on that half only, and that the half payable 
to the next of kin was liable to 3 per cent. duty. 

JoBV MaoLiabn, leBiding in Benfrew Street, Glasgow, died 
oo 9th July 1836, leaving a trust-diBposition and settlement, 
diied 27th Augofit 1834, by which he conveyed his whole 
flBtates to trustees for the purposes therein specified, and, inter 
tiia, directed his trustees to convey to certain persons named, 
tlK) were resident in Savannah, State of Georgia, United States 
of America, one-half of whatever sum he might be found en- 
titled to receive out of the estates of a deceased brother and 
Kfhew, the said sum to be applied by these persons in the 
education of the negro or slave population upon the plantation 
of Goorie on the Savannah Biver, so soon as the laws of the 
fltate of Georgia should permit thck education of the negro or 
ibrepc^Milation. 

The persona named declined to accept this trust on the 
KtDond that, by an Act of the Legislature of Georgia passed in 
18S9 it was a punishable offence to teach a slave or a free 
paaon of colour to read or write. The testator's general trus- 
ts then brought an action of multiplepoinding and exonera- 
tion, which resulted in the sum of 262/. 38. 2d, (being one-half 
of the estates above mentioned after deduction of expenses) 
iMisg consigned to await the contingency contemplated by the 
t«^tar, and the general trustees were exonered and discharged. 

Nothing was done with regard to the consigned money until 
September, 1890, when Archibald Macrae, accountant, Glasgow^ 
WB appointed judicial factor, on the fund, in a petition at the 
"Stance of certain of the residuary legatees and next of kin of 
the testator. 

The factor having uplifted the consigned money, which with 
iBteiert amounted to 734Z. 18«. 11<^., then brought the present 
•rtion of multiplepoinding for its distribution. 

Quins were lodged for David Murray, judicial factor on 
the marriage-contract trust of Mr. and Mrs. Freckleton, Mrs. 
^kleton having been a niece of the testator and his next of 
kin; and for John Kinloch and others, the representatives of 
^xri^ of the testator's residuary legatees. Bolii these claims 
Proceeded on the footing that the bequest to the negroes was 
Toid from uncertainty, Fyeckleton's factor primo loco claiming 
the whole fund in medio as having fallen into intestacy, and 
the other claimants claiming to share in it as having fallen into 
'nidne. FrecUeton's factor also claimed alternatively to be 
"wied and preferred as representing one of the testator's 
WBidnary legatees. 

A claim was also lodged for D. S. Bradwell, State School 
^^^xnmissioner for the State of Georgia, who maintained that 
the bequest was effectual. He stated,--<2) " The State Board 
ef Education, of which the claimant, the State School C!ommis- 
■ooer, is the executive officer, is by law authorised to receive 
wKtttioiiB and bequests for educational purposes, and to expend 
the same in accordance with the terms on which they may be 
granted. There is now nothing in the laws of Georgia to pre., 
voit the bequest from being applied to the purposes intended. 
The descendants of the negroes who were on the Gourie planta- 
tktt in 1821 can still be traced. There has been little or no 
^nigiati<m among the negroes on the Greorgia coast . . . Fur- 
^> there are still negroes who labour on the Gk>urie pUmtation. 

Wncation is now free in the State^of Geprgia to both races, 
Ko. 35-1896.' 



but the amount of the legacy could be expended by the claimant 
in enabling the negroes intended to be benefited to attend the 
Coloured University, near Savannah, which is in the vicinity of 
the Gourie plantation." 

On 20th October, 1892, the Lord Ordinary (Wellwood) allowed 
the claimant Bradwell a proof of his averments, and to the 
other claimants a conjunct probation; but the litigation between 
these claimants was terminated by a joint minute, to which the 
Lord Ordinary, on 18th October 1893, interponed authority, 
and in terms thereof ranked and preferred Bradwell to one-half 
of the fund in medio, and Freckleton's factor to the other half, 
repelled the claim for Kinloch and others, the representatives of 
the residuary legatees, and ordained the pursuer and real raiser 
to make payment to Bradwell and Freckleton's factor accord- 
ingly, " but under deduction always of the expenses necessarily 
incuned by the pursuer and real raiser, including the whole 
Government duties payable in respect of the succession of the 
respective claimants to the fund in medio^ 

The Lord Advocate, on behalf of the Board of Inhuid 
Revenue, then lodged a claim for legacy-duty at the rate of 
10 per cent, on the whole fund in medio, maintaining that as 
the parties had not submitted their claims to the decision of 
the Court, but had entered into a compromise, the bequest to 
the negroes remained operative and unrevoked, and that con- 
sequently, being a bequest to strangers in blood of the testator, 
it was liable to legacy-duty at the rate of 10 per cent. 

Freckleton's judicial factor, founding on section 23, or alterna- 
tively on section 37 of the Act 36 Geo. UI. c. 52, maintained 
that the.half of the fund in niedio payable to him as representing 
the next-of-kin of the testator, was liable to duty only at the 
rate of 3 per cent 

On 31st January 1894 the Lord Ordinary (Wellwood) pro- 
nounced an interlocutor sustaining the Lord Advocate's claim 
to duty at 10 per cent, only to the extent of the half of the 
fund in medio payable to Bradwell, and as regarded the other 
half payable to Freckleton's judicial factor to the extent of 3 per 
cent. 

The Lord Advocate reclaimed, and argued; — The 37th section 
of the Act did not apply here. Stracey'a case (^The Queen v. 
The Commissionera of Stamps and Taxes, 1844, 6 Ad. & £11. 657) 
decided that where a will was set aside the estate was liable 
to the duty payable by the next of kin of the deceased although 
the will was set aside of consent, and although de /ado part of 
the estate was made over to strangers in blood of the deceased. 
Conversely where the will was not set aside it must regulate 
the rate of duty. Here the bequest had not been set aside, 
either of consent or causa cognita. Consequently it must be 
held to be still operative notwithstanding any arrangement 
which the parties might have made inter se ; a bequest must 
either be valid to its full extent or not valid at all— it could not 
be valid to the extent of a half. As the bequest was thus valid 
to its full extent, and as the beneficiaries under it were 
strangers in blood to the testator, the rate of duty was 10 per 
cent The next of kin took the one half of the estate neither 
directly under the will nor ab intestato, but as assignee of the 
legatees mentioned in the will (^Nisbet^s Trustees v. Learmonth, 
Nov. 19, 1845, 8 D. 69, 18 Scot Jur. 34); consequently the next 
of kin took subject to all the incidents affecting the bequest^ 
including the rate of legacy-duty. The Lord Ordinary's inteir- 
locutor of 18th October 1893 ranked and preferred the claimant, 
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Ereckleton's factor, to one-half of the fund in medio ; but his 
claim was alternative, either on the footing of intestacy or as 
representing one of the residuary l^atees, and there was 
nothing to shew npon which alternative he took. If it was on 
the latter alternative, then he was under obligation to share 
with the other next of kin, some of whom, at all events, would 
not have been entitled to payment in their own name on a 
3 per cent. duty. Nor did section 23 of the Act apply. That 
section referred solely to transactions between beneficiaries, and 
those in the administration of the estate; it did not cover the 
case of transactions between competing claimants. 

Argued for Preckleton's judicial factor;— This was not a 
bequest to negroes in general, but a particular bequest to the 
negroes on a particular estate. The State Ck)mmissioner was 
allowed a proof of his averments as to the existence of such 
negroes, and of his title to represent them ; but to avoid the 
expense of that inquiry, the parties came to an arrangement to 
which the Lord Ordinary interponed his authority; and the 
interlocutor ordering payment of one-half of the fund to the 
present claimant was the pursuer's warrant for payment. The 
Grown was not entitled to inquire into the grounds of the Lord 
Ordinary's interlocutor; to that extent at least Stracey*a case 
was in point. The fallacy of the argument for the Inland 
Bevenue lay in this, that it assumed that if the original com- 
petition had been litigated to the end the State Commissioner 
would have carried oflF the entire fund ; whereas the present 
claimant might have been found entirely successful. If the 
case did not fall under section 37 at least it fell under section 
23. The State Commissioner had compounded for payment of 
less than the full amount of the bequest, and under the latter 
section he was liable to duty only on the amount actually 
received by him. There were no words of limitation in section 
23, and being thus capable of a construction which would 
include the present case, it ought to receive that construction. 

The following judgments were pronounced : — 

LoBD Adam. — In my opinion the Lord Ordinary is right. I 
think this case falls within the 23rd section of 36 George III. 
0. 52. That section enacts that where any legacy whereon any 
duty shall be chargeable shall be released for consideration, or 
compounded for less than the amount or value thereof, then 
and in such case the duty shall be charged and paid in respect 
of such legacy, according to the amount taken in satisfaction 
thereof, or as the consideration for release thereof, or composi- 
tion for the same. 

It appears to me that Mr. Bradwell has released this legacy 
and compounded for less than the amount thereof, and that 
therefore the duty to be charged and paid thereon must be 
according to the amount taken as the consideration for the 
release, or composition for the same — ^which in this case is 
one-half of the amount. 

I think this ground of judgment is sufficient for the decision 
of the case, and that it is unnecessary to consider the first 
ground [founded on the 37th section of the Act] on which the 
Lord Ordinary has rested his judgment, but I must not be held 
as at all dissenting from his Lordship's opinion in that respect. 

Had there been any reason to suppose that the agreement 
between the parties was not a bond fide agreement, but was 
entered into merely for the purpose of evading the duties 
payable to the Orown, the result might be different^ but no 



such suggestion was made, or apparently could be made in 
this case. 

I am therefore of opinion that the Crown is not entitled to 
10 per cent, on the whole amount of the legacy in questioii. 
That was the only question argued to us, and I therefore 
think that the interlocutor of the Lord Ordinary should be 
adhered to. 

Lord M'Labkm.— The statutes which impose duties on 
legacies and successions are, I think, in every case statntes 
applicable to the whole United Kingdom, and although the 
laws both of intestate succession and of the transnusBion of 
rights of succession by deed necessarily vary in different parts 
of the kingdom yet the statutes imposing the duties are ex- 
pressed in such terms as to be applicable to those various legal 
systems, and that is because in the imposition of a tax— at all 
events of a tax relating to succession — it is understood that the 
substance of the right is what is dealt with, and that the duty 
cannot be evaded by merely altering the form of the deed 
whereby the succession is created, or by going through any 
form after that succession has accrued. It is plain enough, for 
example, that where duty at the higher rate has accraed in 
respect of the succession given to a distant relative he cansot 
evade the duty by putting forward a nearer heir who shall 
make a claim and pay the duty, and then reoonvey to the one 
who is really entitled. If this were competent the Crown 
would never obtain duty at any rate higher than the minimoin. 
But on the other hand where, in consequence either of intrinsic 
defects applicable to a will as a whole, or objections to a p«^ 
ticular clause in the will in respect of the uncertainty or failuie 
of objects, the rights of the next of kin are let in— the persons 
truly entitled are only to pay the duty at the rate which is 
properly applicable to such rights. Now, the rights of next of 
kin, I think, are safeguarded by the 23rd and the 37th ckuses. 
The 37th clause deals with the case of a will being set aside as 
a whole, the 23rd deahs with objections to legacies which have 
led to transaction or compromise of the claim^ and in each case 
duty is to be paid at the rate which is applicable to the person 
in whose favour the compromise has been made, and only npon 
the benefit which he has received. It is noticeable that, while 
under the 37th section the statute only treats of the case of a 
will being set aside by a Court of law, it was held in the case 
quoted by the Lord Ordinary that it is immaterial whether the 
decree setting aside the will has been obtained by consent in 
respect that the will could not be defended or after a contested 
litigation, and that principle will evidently support us in the 
conclusion which your Lordships have reached — ^that in the 
construction of the 23rd section, although what the LegisUtote 
inunediately contemplates is an extrajudicial compromise of the 
legacy, yet the statute is equally applicable where the com- 
promise has taken place with reference to a succession that has 
been the subject of a multiplepoinding or distribution decree, 
and where it takes the shape of a decree giving only partial 
effect to the claim of the legatee. In order that duty may be 
payable either at a lower rate or upon a lesser sum than appears 
from the face of the will the case mtist be brought within qd« 
of these sections, but I agree with Lord Adam that this is a 
case falling in substance and effect under the 23rd section, that 
it is truly a release of the legacy for a sum which in the present 
case is one-half of the olaim^ and that the duty should acoord- 
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ingly be paid only upon the sum aotnally reoeived. It follows, 
of oonne, that^ as regards the benefit which has resulted to the 
next of kin fiom this arrangement they shall only pay duty 
opoD the other half of the provision at the rate properly 
t])plicable to their relationship. 

LoBD EiNNKAB.— I am of the same opinion. I cannot say 
that I think Stracey*8 case, which was founded upon by the 
respondent, is directly in point. There is no judgment for or 
igiinfit the validity of this legacy. All that we know is that 
the party claiming to represent the legatee has claimed payment 
of the legacy in full, and has been content to accept half of the 
iffloont of the legacy in satisfaction of his demand. I agree 
with jour Lordships that that is a case which falls directly 
under the provisions of the 23rd section of the Act 36 Geo. III. 
r. 52, because the legatee has compounded his legacy for less 
than the amount or value thereof. The duty therefore must be 
paid upon the consideration for composition. The practical 
result is, as the Liord Ordinary has found, that the legatee must 
pay 10 per cent, and that the representative of the next of kin 
is liable to pay a duty of 3 per cent. 

LoKD FimiDBiiT.— I concur. 

Thi Coubt adhered. 



COURT OF SESSION, FIRST DIVISION. 

March 20, 1894. 

A. M'DouQAL (Surveyor of Taxes for the County of Bute), 
Appellant. 
Bev. a. N. Suthebland, Respondent. 

21 Bettie, 753. 

BeratMe—Ineome-tax — AhatemetU—** Inconut " — Offickd re$idenee— 
fne Ckmth manBe^lnoome-Tax Act, 1842 (5 d; 6 Viet. o. 35). «. 167, 
SAMm a and E^CuUoms and Inland Reventie Act, 187^ (39 A 40 
WBtftl6X».8. 

The Gofltoms and Inland Revenue Aot, 1876, b. 8, allows an abate- 
ment from iaoome-tax to a person assessed wlien ^ his total income 
fron all tonroes " is less than 400^ Hdd that the annual valae of a 
■Muse oocapied rent free by the minister of a congregation of the 
fne Qiiirch of Bcotlaad, the feudal title to which was in tnistees for 
^'^ooi of the congragation, did not fall to be reckoned as ^' income " 
tf the nininter in the sease of the above section. 

Tmaani v. Smith, March 14, 1892, [1892] A. G. 150, /oUawed, 

At a meeting of the Commissioners of Income-tax for 
Q«neral Purposes, held at Rothesay on 30th October 1893, 
tte Bev. A. N. Sutherland, minister of the Free Church, 
Rothesay, appealed against an assessment made upon him under 
SAednle E of the Income-Tax Acta, for the year 1893-94, on 
874/. 10«., less 1(H, for expenses, making a net sum of 364/. 10«., 
<n the ground that under the Customs and Inland Revenue 
Act, 1876, 8. 8, he was entitled to an abatement of 120^. from 
ttis gam in respect that his income was under 400^. 

1%e Surveyor of Taxes resisted the appeal on the ground 
^t Mr. Suthexiand's income, as in a question of abatement, 
^ over 400?., in respect that there ought to be included in it 
I we ttmual value of the manse, which the Surveyor stated to be 
^. l(k, maMng a total assessaUe income of 411/. 



The Commissioners sustained the appeal, andl allowed the 
abatement of 120/. 

The Surveyor obtained a case for the opinion of the Court of 
Exchequer. The Lord Ordinary in Exchequer (Wellwood), on 
the motion of the parties, appointed the case to be heard by the 
First Division. 

The question of law was whether the annual value of the 
manse was to be reckoned as part of Mr. Sutherland's income 
for the purposes of a claim of abatement under Customs and 
Inland Revenue Act, 1876, s. 8. 

The facts stated in the case were : — '' 1. Mr. Sutherland is 
minister of the Free Church at Rothesay, and his whole income 
is derived from that office, and, exclusive of the annual value of 
the manse, amounts to 374/. lOs., or after deducting 10/. allowed 
for expenses, 364/. 10«. 

''2. He is entered in the Valuation-roll for the burgh of 
Rothesay as owner and occupier of the Free Church manse of 
Rothesay, the annual value of whidi is 50/., and is assessed 
under Schedule A of the Income-Tax Acts for the said manse *' 
as under.* [At the hearing before the Court, the Assessor did 
not dispute that this assessment was always repaid to Mr. 
Sutherland by the Deacons' Court.] 

" 8. He is also assessed to Inhabited House-duty as occupier 
of the said house on the sum of 50/. 

" 4. The manse, in tenns of a disposition, dated 17th June 
1859, and which disposition, and the model trust-deed referred 
to in it, it is agreed may be referred to as part of this case, is 
vested in trustees for behoof of the Free Church congregation 
of Rothesay, and it is thereby dechued that the manse is to be 
for the use of the minister for the time being of the said con- 
gregation, during his life and so long, but so long only, as he 
shall remain minister thereof, and shall not be debarred from 
the use, occupation, and enjoyment of the same by or in virtue 
of a sentence judicially pronounced by a competent judicatory 
of the Church." The other terms of the disposition and the 
model trust-deed are sufficiently set forth in the opinion of 
Lord Adam. 

" 5. The whole manse is in the possession of the appellant, 
and is used by him as his residence as minister of the con- 
gregation. 

" 6. The appellant stated that no use is made by him of the 
house except in direct connection with the duties of his office, 
and that he is bound to remove from the said manse in the 
following circumstances : — (1) If he were transferred by the 
Church Courts from the ministry of the said congregation to 
the ministry of 'another congregation of the Free Church, and 
(2) if, on the appointment of a colleague iHinister in the said 

♦ The following was the entry : — 
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congregaidon^ the manse were made a residence for the col- 
league minister." 

Argued for the Surveyor ; — ^Under sect. 167 of the Income- 
Tax Act, 1842— which applied to cases of abatement as well as 
to cases of exemption (89 & 40 Vict. c. 16)— a person assessed to 
income-tax under Schedule E, who claimed abatement, in order 
to make good his claim, must shew that he was not the proprietor 
or the occupier of subjects in respect of which income-tax was 
due under Schedule A or Schedule B, and of which the annual 
yalue, added to his income assessable under Schedule E, made 
400/. or upwards: Tennant v. Smith, March 14, 1892, [1892] 
A. C. 150, per Lord Macnaghten, at p. 161. Tried by this test, 
the respondent's claim to abatement failed. He referred to Ten- 
nanfs case (Tennant y. Smith, supra), but all that T&nnanfa case 
decided was that the bank-house in question- there was not part 
of profits of the bank-agent's employment so as to subject him 
to income-tax in respect thereof under Schedule E, and that he 
was neither the proprietor nor the occupier of the house in the 
sense of the Act. In Tennanfa case the bank was assessed as 
the occupier, the house forming part of the business premises 
of the bank, the agent was removable at the will and pleasure 
of the directors, and was required to occupy the house for the 
protection of the bank, just as any caretaker would have been 
obliged to do. He was, in short, the servant of the bank- 
Tennant v. Smith, supra, per Lord Watson, at p. 168, and sect. 16' 
had no application to his case. Here, on the other hand, 
the respondent was entered in the Valuation-roll as the pro- 
prietor and occupier of the manse, which belonged to him as 
an official liferenter : Valuation of Lands (Scotland) Act, 1854 
(17 & 18 Vict. c. 91), s. 42 ; and which he used solely as a place 
of residence, and it had no connection with other property 
belonging to the church. He might let the manse, and 
ministers in his position were entitled to vote for a member 
of Parliament as being the owners or occupiers in liferent of 
their manse : Rutherfurd v. Young, Dec. 2, 1863, 2 Macph. 180, 
36 Scot. Jur. 79; Bobbie y, Meihlejohn, Dec. 19, 1868, 7 Macph. 
296, 41 Scot. Jur. 176. The determination of the Commissioners 
ought therefore to be reversed. 

The argument for the respondent [sufficiently appears from 
the opinions of the Court. 

At advising, — 

LoBD Adam. — ^The question in this case is whether the re- 
spondent, who is the Free Church minister at Kothesay, is 
entitled to an abatement of income-tax under the 8th section 
of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1876; in respect that 
his total income from all sources is under 400/. per annum. 

It is stated in the case that his whole income is derived from 
his office of minister of the Free Church, and amounts, after 
deducting 10?. allowed for expenses, to 864/. lOs. 

The appellant, however, proposes to add to that sum the 
value of the manse, which the respondent occupies, which he 
estimates at 46/. lOs., thus making the total income amount 
to 411/. 

The question, therefore, is whether the value of the manse 
ought to be added to the respondent's income from other 
sources, in considering whether he is entitled to the abatement 
claimed or not. 

In this case the respondent is assessed imder Schedule E of 
the Income-Tax Act, 1842 (6 & 6 Vict. c. 35), as holding an 



cffice or employment of profit under an ecclesiastical body, yiz* 
the Free Church of Scotland. 

It was held in the case of Tennant v. Smith, in the Houfie of 
Lords, [1892] A. C. 150, that the duties chargeable under 
Schedule E on persons holding such offices or employments, 
for " all salaries, fees, wages, perquisites, or profits whataoever 
accruing by reason of such offices and employments,** did not 
include the annual value of a house occupied rent free by the 
agent of a bank, and forming part of the bank premises, and 
that such value ought not to be taken into consideration in 
estimating the amount of his income. In that case the bank- 
agent was bound to occupy the house personally and could not 
let it, so that he could not convert his right to occupy it into 
money, and it was said by Lord Hannen that different con- 
siderations would apply to the case of an agent who as part of 
his remuneration has a house provided for him which he might 
let. That, he says, which could be converted into money might 
reasonably be regarded as money. 

That leads to the consideration of the terms on which the 
respondent occupies his manse. 

It is stated in the case that the manse is vested in trustees 
for behoof of the Free Church congregation, in terms of a 
disposition dated 17th June 1859, and the model trust-deed 
therein referred to, which are held to be parts of the case. I 
do not find any statement of the terms on which the lespon- 
dent holds the manse under them, but I presume the teims 
are the same as those under which the trustees are vested in 
the building. 

Now, I find that there is appended to the model deed the 
form of a simple disposition for a manse which seems to be 
appropriate to this case. From this form it appears that the 
subjects conveyed to the trustees are held by them in trust, 
that the manse shall in all time coming be used, occupied, and 
enjoyed as and for a manse in connection with the Free Church 
of Scotland, and that by and for the use of the minister of the 
congregation during his life, and so long, but so long only, « 
he shall remain miniBter thereof, but always under the condi- 
tions, provisions, and declarations contained from Uriio to 
duodecimo, both inclusive, in the model trust-deed there 
referred to. 

That model trust-deed is very lengthy, and seems adapted to 
the case of a church rather than to that of a manse.. The only 
provision I can find in it which seems to have a bearing on the 
present question is contained in Article 8, which dechires that 
the building shall be under the immediate charge and manage- 
ment of the elders and deacons, or elders acting as deacons i^ 
the time being of the congregation, in the use, occupation, and 
enjoyment at the time of such building. 

It appears, accordingly, that this dwelling-house is provided 
to the respondent as the minister of the congregation, and is in 
all time coming to be used, occupied, and enjoyed by him tf 
and for a manse in connection with the Free Church. It doa 
not appear to me that the right to occupy a dwelling-house oi 
these terms is one which was intended to be convertible. int< 
money. I think, therefore, that the principle of the case oi 
Tennant v. Smith applies to this case, and that the value of th< 
manse ought not to be added to the respondent's incQm|e. I| 
may possibly be that such manses are oocasionaily let withoa' 
objection by the trustees, and if so the income so obtained wil 
be assessable. But that cannot affect the present question. 
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#ikl^iii9ri|)prilaiit further maintained^ as 1 understood his 
BgnaflDt^thattmaatimating a person's "'total income from all 
loaices" there fell to be included the annual value of all pro- 
|iert7 for which he was chargeable under Schedule A, and the 
unnal value of the occupation for which he was chargeable 
uder Schedule B, and that the 167th section of the Act of 
lSi2 contained directions for estimating these values for the 
purpose of ascertaining the title to abatement when abatement 
\ras claimed- That would appear to be so, but tfce question 
lemains whether the respondent is chargeable either under 
Sehednle A or Schedule B. 

Section 167 provides that the annual value of lands, tene* 
nents, <&c., belonging to or in the occupation of any person 
ciuming exemption, shall be estimated for the purpose of ascer- 
tainiiig his title to such exemption, according to the rules and 
directions contained in the said several Schedules A and B 
iBspectiTely. It was not said that the respondent was charge- 
able as occupier of the manse, but it was said that he was pro- 
prietor of the manse in the sense of the Act, that he was 
chargeable as such proprietor, and had in fact been assessed as 
proprietor, and had paid such assessment. 

It appeals to me that the respondent is in no sense proprietor 
of the manse. The trustees are proprietors, and are the persons 
1^0 are chargeable as owners in respect of it. 

It is tfae that the respondent is entered in the Valuation- 
loD as proprietor, but that will not make him proprietor, or 
liaUe as proprietor. It is also true that he has been in use to 
pay the property-tax assessment, but he was bound to do so as 
oocBpier. of. the manse, and it was stated, and not disputed, that 
ithas-alwayB been repaid to him by the Deacons' Court of the 
chuich. ' 

The decisions which were quoted to us to the effect that 
uiaisten 4n tlie^ position of the' respond^it h»& been found 
f^^M to Tete B» owners or - etberwise of their maaises have no 
beariBgotB'l^ present question. 

laa therefMe ofopmioB' that the ' determination of ihe 
OanmuBSioiiers was right, and that the appeal should be 
leftued. 

LdftD M^JjASOK.—The case ii» so £ar different from that of 
tKe^Mik-ageBt, Teiinartt v^ Smith, supra, that, in Hie (iase cited^ 
the Bank of S^potkmd was undoubtedly the proprietor of the 
bank office at Montrose, including the agent's residence, and 
VM liable to assessment under Schedule A, unless it could be 
dievn that the bank had given its agent a right which might 
l» treated for tfae purposes of revenue legislation as a qualified 
ownerdiip. Now, in the present case, the feudal owners of the 
mliject are a body of trustees, who hold the manse in trust for 
the benefit of the minister of tfae congregation for the time 
being, aaod no one but the minister derives any benefit from the 
mnse, directly or indirectly. If I were approaching the con- 
sidflntion of this ease without the aid of previous decisions, I 
diodld be ^sposed to hold that tfae primary question was^ 
irtiether the minister was liaUe (without relieO for property- 
tsx under Sehednlo A. If he is so liable, then the occupation 
of this house is part of his income, and he is not entitled to the 
abatement claimed. This way of looking at the case seems to 
be comsiBtent with the opening sentences of the opinions of 
Lords Watson and Macnaghten in tfae case referred to. 
• But then another, criterion, applicable to claims, of this de- 

Xa.86.-180C 



scription is proponed in the opinion of the Lord Chancellor, • 
and, I think, assented to by all their Lordships, viz., that in 
construing the statutory provision as to abatement, and in 
particular the expression "total income from all sourcesj" 
nothing is to be treated as income unless it is capable of being 
turned into money. I think the circumstance that the bank- 
agODt was not entitled to let his residence, but was under 
obligation to live in it, was the decisive element in that case, 
although other elements were referred to; for example, that 
the occupation of the bank-agent was that of a servant or 
manager under a contract of service, as distinguished from that 
of a tenant. 

In the present case the manse is vested in trustees, and it is 
not said that the minister is a tenant He is a beneficiary 
under the trust, and it is to my mind perfectly clear that, 
under the conditions of the trust, the minister has a residence 
provided for him to enable him to discharge tfae duties of his 
office, and that fae would not be able to let this residence to a 
yearly tenant without committing a breacfa of contract. His 
equitable estate is tfaerefore not a right capable of being turned 
into- money, and I attach no importance to the consideration 
that, with the- consent of the trustees, the minister might let 
the manse furnished for a few weeks in summer, when absent 
from his charge, or when fais duties did not require tfaat he 
should personally occupy the manse. It is no doubt true that 
the use of t^e manse is -paxt of the consideration whicfa tfae 
minister receives under fais contract witfa tfae congregation or 
their' ecclesiastical superiors, but if I rightly follow the decision 
in Tennanfs case, it is not " income," and is not to be taken 
into account in estimating his right to an abatement of tax on 
the ground that his total income from all sources is under 400A 
I do not of course mean to imply tfaat tfae manse is to escape 
taxation under Scfaedule A. How it is. to be assessed is a 
question not before us. In liie present case we are only con- 
cerned witfa tfae question whetfaer a value is to be put on tfae 
occupation for tfae purposes of tfae claim of exemption. 

Load KiNjrsAB.^1 oonour. . 

Lord Pbksidbnt.— I concur. 

Tkk GoimT affirmed tfae determination -of tfae-OomimEsioners. 
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BUBNX.EY Steamship Company^ LimiteDi Appellants. 

;roHN Ajkisn (Surveyor of Taxes), Bespondent 

21 Rettie, 965. 

Inoome-iax-r-Deducliau for u^ear and tear-^Obtolete type of Bhip^ 
— /noaww. Tax Ad, 1842 (5 A 6 Vict, e, 85), s. 100, SchedxUs D, 
Owe /. KuJe iiu—Cu''tom8. and Inland lUvtnwi Aety 1878 (41 Vict 
c. 15), i. 12. 

Section 12 of the Customs and Inland Rcrenne Act, 1878, prwvided 

tfaat the Ck)mmb8ionor8 should in aasoafiing the profits or gains of any. 

I tiade or ad¥enturd charg«^able under Schedule X> of .the laeome-Tas I 

Acts, or the profits of any concern chargeable by refercnoe to the 
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rules of that schedule, ** allow such deduction as they may think 
just and reasonable, as representing the diminished value by reason 
of wear and tear during the year of any machinery or plant used for 
the purposes of the concern." 

Held that the owners of a ship engaged in trade were not entitled 
under this section to a deduction for depreciation in the value of their 
ship caused by ships of a better construction being built 

At a meetiDg of the Oommissioners for General Purposes 
acting under the Property and Income-Tax and Inhabited 
House Duty Acts for the Lower Ward of the County of Lanark 
held at Glasgow on 2l8t March, 1894, the Burnley Steamship 
Company, Limited, owners of the steel steamship " Burnley," 
which was employed in the carrying of cargo for hire, appealed 
against an assessment under Schedule D of the Income-Tax 
Acts for the year ending 6th April, 1894, on the sum of 827/. 
The appellants objected that a sufficient sum had not been 
allowed in respect of diminished value under the provisions of 
the 12th section of the Customs and Inland Eevenue Act, 1878. 

The depreciation allowed to the appellants under the assess- 
ment had been fixed on the basis of deducting 5 per cent, from 
the cost of the ship for the first year of her existence, and of 
deducting 5 per cent, from the written down or reduced yalue 
for each subseijuent year. 

After hearing evidence, the Conunissioners found the deduc- 
tion of depreciation at the rate of 6 per cent, upon the written 
down value from year to year just and reasonable, in the case 
of a vessel such as the " Burnley," if applied as an average rate 
over a series of years. The Conmiissioners accordingly con- 
firmed the assessment. 

The appellants thereupon asked and obtained a case for the 
opinion of the Court of Exche juer* under the Taxes Manage- 
ment Act, 1880 (43 & 44 Vict. c. 19), s. 69. 

Argued for the appellants : — Under the Income-Tax Act, 1842 
(5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), s. 100, Schedule D, case 1, rule 3, the Com- 
missioners were empowered to make a deduction only for the 
actual cost of repairs. It being thought inequitable that no 
allowance should be made for plant gradually becoming de- 
preciated, the Customs and Revenue Act, 1878, by sect. 12, 
introduced an allowance for diminished value by reason of wear 
and tear. Now, these latter words were open to construction, 
and occurring as they did in a remedial statute they must 
receive a liberal construction: Caledonian Bailway Company 
V. Special Commissioners of Income-Tax, Nov. 18, 1880, 8 Rettie, 
89, per Lord Justice-Clerk Moncreiff, p. 96. So construed they 
ooYcred depreciation caused by newer and better ships being 
built. 

Argued for the Surveyor of Taxes;— It was a sufficient 
answer to the appellants' argument to say that the *' wear and 
tear " contemplated by the Act of 1878 was physical deteriora- 

* "Note. — The Commissioners in this case were asked by the 
appellants to take into consideration, in deciding what rate was just 
and reasonable, the facts (1) that ships frequently became obsolete 
and of less earning power before they w ere physically worn out ; and 
(2) that their market or sale value might and frequently did fall 
below their value as fixed by the depreciation rate allowed in making 
the assessment or even that proposed by the appellants. Evidence 
was led on both these points. The Commissioners are of opinion that 
the words * diminished value by reason of wear and tear ' used in 
sect. 12 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1878, do not cover 

(a) loss of earning power owing to plant being rendered more or loss 
obsolete through the introduction of improved or other plant, or 

(b) diminution in market value apart from its having been caused by 
wear and tear." 



tion caused by ordinary use of the subject. It oonld not cover 
depreciation caused by plant becoming obsolete and out of 
date. 

Lord Presidxnt. — Mr. Dickson very properly admitted that 
if the question were to be determined upon a consideration of 
the Act of 1842, he would have no case. The proTision of the 
Act of 1878 referred to was passed because the Act of 1842 did 
not allow anything to be deducted but the actual amount of 
repairs. It is, therefore, really upon the Act of 1878 that the 
question turns. 

Now, I can quite follow the argument by which it is main- 
tained for the shipowners that a logical carrying out of the 
policy of the provision ought to lead to a further extension of 
the principle of allowing deductions. I do not sa j that this is 
a necessary consequence, but the contention is plausible. 

The question we have, however, to consider, is whether the 
relief now claimed is given by the Act of 1878, and I think it 
quite plain that it is not. What is asked is an allowance for 
loss of earning power owing to the plant being rendered mow 
or less obsolete through the introduction of improved or other 
plant 

Now, by the words "the introduction of improved or other 
plant ** is meant improved plant in the ships of other people, 
and accordingly the state of the argument is this, — Can we say 
that this company's ship has suffered " wear and tear" because 
other people have built better ships? The words " wear and 
tear " clearly point to physical deterioration going on in the 
subject under consideration, and to bring under those words 
the fact that the ship is of less value because other and better 
ships have been built is entirely unwarrantable. I am, there- 
fore, in favour of refusing the appeal. 

Lord M'Labxn. — ^I am of the same opinion, and upon the 
same grounds. It seems to me that the kind of depredaticm 
referred to under head (a) in the Cbmmissioners' note, if it is 
such depreciation as will affect the earning capacity of the 
vessel during the year actually current, has been already 
allowed for, because on the income side of the account the 
amount of profit is less, and therefore less duty is paid. But if 
it is intended to cover the case of a vessel being rendered in 
competition with others less able to earn freight for the 
remainder of its existence, then I think that, on the principle 
of the case of the CoUness Iron Company v. Solicitor of Inland 
Revenue (Feb. 6, 1879, 6 Eettie,.617, and April 7, 1881, 8 Bettie, 
(H. L.) 67), and other cases of that class, no deduction can be 
allowed on that head, because the assessment is not made on 
the capital value but on the income, and the principle of the 
Act is that you must pay the tax even on a diminished incomCi 
and when the power of raising income is exhausted the tax of 
course ceases. There is one, and only one, exception admitted 
to thi6 somewhat hard principle of taxation, and that is that a 
deduction is to be allowed for diminished value caused by wear 
and tear, but on a fair construction these words only mean 
physical deterioration apart from the subject becoming l^ 
useful owing to the invention of better machinery or modes of 
doing the same thing. 

LoBD KiNNVAB coucurrod. 

Lord Adam was absent. 

The Court affirmed the determination of the 
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R. S. FoBBEs (Surveyor of Taxes), AppeUant. 
Standabd Life Absubanck Societt, EeBpondents. 

21 Bettie, 820. 

BereMe — Inhahiled houte dtUy^ExempUon—BunnesB premitu — 
Mateagen—Custonu and Inland Bevenue Act, 1878 (41 Vict. c. 15>, 
I. 13, nA$. 2— GhMtoiM and Inland Revenue Act, 1881 (44 Vid. 

e, \2\ $, 24. 

The Onstoms asd Inland Revenne Act, 1878, a. 13, sube. 2, exempts 
from inhabited hoiue duty *' eyery hooBe or tenement which is ocou- 
liled aolely for the pnrpoBes of any trade or busineee," and enacts 
farther that ^ tbis exemption shall take effect although a servant or 
ether perwn may dwell in such house or tenement for the protection 
thereof." 

The ChiBtoms and Inland Revenue Act, 1881, s. 24, enacts, *' with 
Rferenoe to" the foregoing exemption *' the term ' servant ' shall be 
deemed to mean and include only a menial or domestic servant em- 
ployed by the occupier, and the expression ' other person ' shall be 
deemed to mean any person of a similar grade or description not 
otherwise employed by the occupier, who shall be engaged by him to 
dwell in the house or tenement solely for the protection thereof/' 

An insurance company who had been assessed to inhabited house 
dnty in respect of their offices appealed on the ground that they were 
vitbin the fovegoing exemption. The case upon appeal set forth 
that the only peraons who occupied the premises at night were two 
meoengers whose duties were to lock up the premises at night and 
open them in the morning, and in the day-time to go oi^ errands^ 
attend in the lobby, and perform various miscellaneous duties of a 
offiihir nature. The case further stated that the company ** rested 
their appeal on the fact that the mesEsngers were servants abso- 
lutely necessary for their business, not merely for the protection of 
their premises." 

feU(l)that the words ''for the protection thererf" in sect 13, 
snhseci 2, of the Act of 1878 applied to "servant** as well as to 
"other person"; (2) that this construction was not modified by 
seel 24 of the Act of 1881 ; and (8) that the company were not within 
the exemption, in respect that the messengers did not reside in the 
premises solely for the protection thereof. 

Quedion, whether the exemption would apply to the case of pre- 
miaea in which more than one person resided, such persons being 
neoeaaary for the protection of the premises, and residing in the 
premises solely for the protection thereof. 

At a meeting of the dommisdoners for the General Purposes 
of the Income-Tax and Inhabited House Duties for the county 
of Edinburgh, the Standard Ldfe Assurance Company, Edin- 
burgh, appealed against an assessment to inhabited house duty 
for the year 1893-94 on the annual value of the premises Nos. 3 
and 5 George Street, Edinburgh, belonging to and used by the 
compaDy as business offices, on the ground that the premises in 
question fell within the exemption provided by the Customs 
and Inland Revenue Act, 1878, s. 13, subs. 2, and the Customs 
and Inland Revenue Act, 1881, s. 24. 

The Conunissioners held that the premises fell within the 
exemption provided by these statutes. 

The Surveyor of Taxes obtained a case, which the Lord 
Ordinary in Exchequer (Wellwood), on the motion of the 
parties, appointed to be heard by the First Division. 



The decision of the case ultimately came to turn upon 
whether two persons, described in the case as "messengers,'' 
who lived in the premises at night, and were, as appeared from 
the case, the only persons who did so, belonged to the class of 
persons contemplated by the statutes referred to. With refer- 
ence to these messengers, the case stated that " the duties of 
the two messengers were ... to lock up the premises at night 
and open them in the morning, and in the day-time to go 
errands, deliver letters, attend in the lobby, and perform various 
miscellaneous duties of a similar nature." The case further 
stated, that the company " rested their appeal on the fact that 
the messengers were servants absolutely necessary for their 
business (not merely for the protection of their premises)." 

On the assumption that each of the messengers belonged to 
the class of persons described in the statutes founded on, the 
further question arose, whether the company was, under the 
statutes, and looking to the character of the premises, entitled 
to have more than one such person on the premises at the 
same time, and facts were stated in the case bearing on thi& 
question. For the purposes of the present report, the nature 
of these facts is sufficiently set forth in the opinion of the Lord 
President 

The arguments sufficiently appear from the opinions of the 
Court* 

LoBD Pbxsilxnt. — I must say that I think the case a very 
clear one for the Crown. To begin with, Nos. 8 and 5, although 
they bear a name which sounds in the plural, are neither more 
nor less than one house, — that is to say, if you go back to the 
beginning of things, you will find that No. 8 was one house 
and No. 5 was another house, but at the present time they have 
this strong element of solidarity, that there is but one door to 
the building, and the owner of the building and the occupants 
of the building are just one company. It is true that for their 
convenience, and apparently following out tradition, they have 
kept the two branches of their business more or less apart, and 
that the partition of the staff corresponds with the former 
differences between the two houses, but that cannot found any 
distinction in favour of the Standard Insurance Company on 
the present question of inhabited house duty. 

Well, then, this being one house, we find that there are 
living in it as inhabitants two servants of the company. Now, 
on looking at the existing statutes, and perhaps still more on 
looking at the catena of the statutes upon the subject to which 
Mr. Young has very properly referred, this stands out quite 
clear, that while the Legislature were minded to exempt from 
the duty houses which were occupied solely as business pre- 
mises, there occurred the slight complication that sometimes a 
man had to sleep in the house for its protection, and it was 
plain enough that the circumstance did not, in the view of the 
Legislature, and should not, detract from the exemption — the 
fact of the man living in the house being more or less incidental 
to the proper exercise of the trade or calling on which the ex- 
emption is to be conferred. Therefore when we come to the 
existing statutes, this is the expression used by the Legislature, 
— *' Every house or tenement" is to be exempt "which is 

* At the hearing counsel for the Crown founded on the following 
earlier fetututes :— 48 Geo. IK. c. 55, rule 5, Schedule (B); 57 Geo. Ilf. 
r. 25, 8. 4 ; 6 Geo. IV. c. 7, 8. 7 ; 14 & 15 Vict. c. 36; 32 & 33 Vict, 
c. 11,8. 11. 
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occupied solely for the purposes of any trade or business, and 
this exemption shall take effect although a servant or other 
person may dwell in such house or tenement for the protection 
thereof." Now, I think it is hopeless to maintain that these 
last words "for the protection thereof" do not apply to the 
word " servant " as well as to the words "other person." The 
permission or licence given to the trader is merely to keep his 
house protected. If he likes to have one of his own servants, 
let him do so. If he wants to have caretakers let him have 
caretakers, but the words " other person " are clearly put there 
in order to cover the case of someone who employs, ngt one of 
his staff, but an outsider, to protect his house; but in the case 
of the " servant," as in the case of an outsider, the legitimacy 
of his residence there, in the question of exemption, is deter- 
mined by the question — Is he there for the purpose of protecting 
the house or not ? When we look at the reason of the thing, it 
is manifest that, if the Legislature intended to exempt persons 
who let their servants live in the house, although not required 
for the protection of the house, any number of people might be 
furnished with dwelling-houses within a building of this kind, 
and. that would entirely defeat the purposes of the Eevenue 
Statutes. 

Now, when we turn to the statement on the face of this case, 
it becomes as clear as anything can be, that these two mes- 
sengers who live in this one house which bears the plural name 
are not there for the protection of the premises but for the 
general purposes of the business. That is said in so many 
words. The Standard Company rested their appeal on the fact 
that the messengers were servants absolutely necesFary, for 
what ? — for their business, and not merely for the protection of 
their premises. Now, it seems to me that that puts &e 
Standard Company entirely out of Court. 

I am therefore clearly of opinion that these premises are 
assessable, and that we must reverse the decision of the 
Conmiissioners. 

Lord Apah. — I am of the same opinion. The appellant 
referred to the words of sub-sect. 2 of sect. 13 of the Act 41 
Vict. c. 15. That sub-sect, gives exemption from premises 
being assessed as inhabited houses where such premises are 
solely occupied for the purposes of trade or business ; and then 
it goes on to say that this exemption shall lake effect although 
a servant or other person may dwell in such premises for their 
protection. As a matter of construction I think it is impossible 
to apply the last words of that section — " for the protection 
thereof" — to the words "other person" by themselves. I do 
not think the meaning of that clause is modified by sect. 24 of 
44 and 45 Yict., because that is an interpretation clause, and 
merely reads into the clause the words " menial or domestic 
servant." It does not at all affect the application of the con- 
dition that the servant who is a menial or domestic servant 
shall reside there solely for the protection of the house. 

In the next place, I do not think it necessarily must be one 
servant or other person. There may be facts which would 
shew that more than one was de facto residing in the premises 
for the purpose of protecting them. There is the case of 
Buckingham Palace, which was taken as an illustration. There 
might be dozens of people put there necessarily for the pro- 
tection of the premises. But then I think this case entirely 
fails upon the facts. As your Lordship has pointed out, it is 



perfectly obvious that the two messengers do not live in the 
house for the protection of the premises, and are not theie 
solely for that purpose. No doubt, as Mr. Dundas says, the 
greater the number the greater the protection, but there can be 
no doubt at all that these two messengers are kept there for the 
convenience of the company. 

LoBD MXaben. — ^I concur, but I would wish to say that I 
reserve my opinion on the question of whether the provision, 
or rather the exemption, applicable to the case of -a serva&t or 
other i>erson dwelling in the premises for their i»oteefcion can 
ever be extended so as to include a plurality of persons in that 
position. I think the case contemplated is a case <^ ustuJ 
occurrence, that there may be some person living in bnshiess 
premises during the night who can be there to open liie door 
in case of fire or emergencies of any kind. I do not think that 
the case contemplated is that of complete protection of the 
premises against external risks, but merely that there may be 
someone there for protection in the sense I have mentioned, 
and as a means of communication between i)ersons outside who 
may have cause to come to the building. However, that point 
is not raised here, because it is not stated that the messengers 
in the present case were there solely for the protection of the 
premises. 

Lord Kikkeab. — I agree with your'Lordship. It is probably 
unnecessary to decide whether the residence of two or more 
persons in a building devoted solely to the purposes of trade or 
business would deprive that building of the exemption accorded 
to buildings of this class, provided it appeared that two or niore 
persons were living in the building solely for protecting it, 
because I agree with your Lordship that it is clear enough on 
the face of this statement that the two messengers are not 
occupying premises solely for the protection of those premises. 
I think that is a sufficient ground of judgment. 

The Cottbt reversed the determination of the Conmiissioners, 
and sustained the assessment. 



COURT OF SESSION, FIRST DIVISION. 



July 17, 1894. 



The Lord Advocate, Pursuer (Eespondent). 
John Hay Wilson and Cthers, Defendei-s (Reclaimers). 

21 Rettie, 997. 

Berenue — Inveniory-duiy^Slamp-dufy on accounts—Voluntary selUe- 
ment — Beservation of interest in property settled — Customs and Inland 
Ber^ue Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict, c. 12), s. 38, subs. 2 (^cy-Cuitoms and 
Inland Bevenue Act, 1889 {52 Vict. c. 7). s. 11, «*«. 1. 

The Customs and Inland Bevenue Act, 1881, s. 38, subs. 2, impoeea 
a stamp-duty in respect of ** (c) Any property passing under any past 
or future voluntary settlement made by any person dying on or after 
such day " (that is, on or after Ist June, 1881) " by deed or any other 
instrument not talsing eflfeot as a will, whereby an interest in snbh 
propetty for life, or any other period determinable by reference to 
death, is reserved either expresely or by implication t« the settlor, or 
whereby the settlor may have reserved to himself the .right, by the 
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fseroiw oCadj pgwer^ (a vestow W himself^ or to xeolaim the alnolate 
, intenst in gnoh property." 

. The Gostoou and Inlaxi4 Beyenoe Act, 1889, b. 11, mibe. 2, amends 
J the ahoTO qnoted section thus, — ** . . . The description of property 
^ maiked (e) shall he oonstnied as if the expression * voluntary settle- 
ment' included any trust, whether expressed in writing or otherwise, 
I in favonr of a yolnnteer, and if contained in a deed or other instra- 
: Dent effecting the settlement, whether such deed or other instrument 
' lu made for valuable consideration or not as between the settlor and 
' tny other perdon, and as if the expression 'such property,' wherever 
' ihliBanie oeours, included ibe inrooeeds of sale thereof." 
' 1*1887 W. transfetred to tki«e of his sons^ who formed a copart- 
leiy, 4e whole sioek in trade and goodwill of his business. No oash 
[ nt paid domi by his sons, .but they undertook, both as individuals 
and as a firm, to grant a bond of annuity in favour of their father,. 
Hid after his death to theis mother, equivalevit to 5 per oent. on the 
i> nlns of the stock in trade. .The bcmd was in no way secured on the 
^hBonesi. The sons further, in consideration of their father entering 
into the arrangement, discharged all claims competent to them on his 
dea^i to any share of his estate. W. died in 1893. 
In an action at the iustance of the Inland Kevenue to recover duty 
, on the property so acquired by his sons, Jteld (following Grossman v 
Be Queen, 1886, 18 Q. B. D. 256) that the transfer of the business 
VBtafolxmtary settlement within the meaning of the Customs and 
iBland Bevenue Act, 1881, s. 98, snbs. 2, and that the annuity was an 
btereat in the busnness reserved by implication to the settlor, and 
theiefare that duty was payable. 

Ik December, 1893, the Lord Advocate, on behalf of the 
Board of Inhmd Revenue, brought an action against John H. 
Wilson, Louis G. O. Witewi, and Oharles A. Wilson, photo- 
gnpbeiB in Aberdeen, concluding for decree against the de- 
fenders ordaining them to "deliver to the pursuer a full and 
inie acoount, yerified by oath and duly stamped, of the personal 
« moveable property of the deceased. George Washington 
Wihwn, photographer, Aberdeen, which passed to and was 
■CQfniied by the defenders under an agreement between him and 
Utem, dat^ 4th May, 1887," in the following circumstances. 
' Gttoige Washington Wilson carried on a j^tographic busi- 
ttts in Aberdeen, in partnership with George Brown Smith, 
ttider the firm of Geoi^e Washington Wilson & Co.^ until 31st 
littch, 1887, when the partnership was dissolyed, it being 
Ipeed that iii. Smith should be paid out. 
ThetetibeT, on 4th May, 1887, Mr. Wikon, as party of the 
iiBt part, entered into an agreement with his said sons, as 
iirtia of the second part, whereby it was agreed as follows : — 
'(Fiist) The second parties hereby agree to enter into a formal 
Utttract of copartnery in terms to be approved of by the first 
■ttty; (second) on said contract being executed, and a bond 
nd hilfe granted, as hereinafter provided, the whole stock in 
tide of the said firm of George Washington Wilson & CJo., 
■S^ther with the goodwill of the business and the right to use 
fcfr add company name of George Washington Wilson & Go; 
bat not the book debts of the firm) shall belong to the 
Bnod parties' firm as their absolute property, and the first 
fetty heveby agrees to grant all deeds necessary for this pur- 
086; (third) in consideration of the second parties* firm receiv- 
Ig the said stock in trade and goodwill of the business, the 
^Kmd parties, as individuals and as a firm, hereby agree to 
Sfeve the first party* of the gum payable by him to the said 
Itoige Brown Smith ... to the extent of 750/., and to grant 
^ hills or promissory-notes accordingly, by themselves as 



individuals and Also && a firm, to the first party ; . . . and 
further, the second parties, as individuals and as a firm, agree 
to grant a bond of annuity in favour of the first party and his 
wife Mrs. Maria Ann Cassie or Wilson, securing to the first 
party during his life, and after his death to his said wife during 
her life, if she shall survive the first party, an annuity equiva- 
lent to 5 per centum on the value of the said stock in trade, 
which Jias been ascertained by mutual valuation to amount to 
the sum of 7291Z. 17«. Qd,, after deducting the said sum of 

750Z from the date when the said stock in trade was handed 

over to the second parties . . . during the lives of the first party 
and his said wife, and of the survivor of them ; • . . (fourth) 
the first party shall be entitled to collect for his own use the 
whole of the debts due to the said firm of George Washington 
Wilson & Co. prior to 31st March, 1887; . . . (fifth) the first 
party hereby agrees to grant, and the second parties, as a firm 
and as individuals, agree to accept a lease or leases of seven 
years' duration," of certain premises which had been occupied 
by Mr, Wilson at a rent in all of 150/. ; . . . " (seventh) further, 
it is also hereby agreed as part of the consideration for the first 
party entering into this agreement, that the second parties 
shall discharge and renounce, as they respectively do hereby 
expressly discharge and renounce, all claims which they pr any 
of them have or may have by or through the death of the first 
party to any part or share of his estate, heritable or moveable, 
in respect of legitim, bairns' part of gear, or othervnse." 

On the same date, and in terms of the agreement, the sons 
executed a bond of annuity and entered into a lease of the 
business premises. The annuity amounted to 3647. 12^., and it 
was not secured in any way on the business or the property 
transferred to the sons. 

Mr. Wilson died on 9th March, 1893, the annuity having 
been regularly paid to him. 

The pursuer pleaded (inter alia) :—(l) The personal property 
acquired by the defenders from the deceased having passed to 
them by voluntary. settlement within the meaning of the said 
statutes, they are bound in respect thereof to pay stamp-duty 
on account. 

The defenders pleaded (inter alia) :— (3) Said property not 
having passed to the defenders by voluntary settlement, in 
terms of said statutes, they are not liable in payment of the 
duty sued for. (4) The deceased George Washington Wilson 
not having retained an interest for life in the property con- 
descended on, nor having reserved power to reclaim the absolute 
interest in said property, the defenders ought to be assoilzied, 
with expenses. 

A proof was allowed, the import of which sufl&ciently appears 
from the opinion of the Lord Ordinary (Wellwood). On 8th 
June, 1894, the Lord Ordinary (^^ellwood) gave decree in terms 
of the conclusions of the summons. 

The defenders reclaimed and argued ; — ^There was no volun- 
tary settlement, for substantial consideration had been given 
for the business. The consideration did not require to- be 
adequate if the divestiture was complete : Lord Advocate v. 
M' Court, March 7, 1893, 20 Bettie, 488. This was the case here, 
for the transfer of the business was absolute. Kothing was left 
to the father but the personal obligations of the sons and their 
firm. The sonawere quite unfettered, and might have disposed 
of the business as they liked. The case of the Lord Advocate v. 
M^Kenies (Outer House) Dec. 22, 1881, 19 S. L. R. 438, had no 
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bearing, for it was on the construction of a diflferent Act of 
Parliament 

Argued for the pursuer: — The transfer of the business and 
the payment of the annuity to the father were evidently just a 
family arrangement. They were not a conmiercial transaction 
like a sale. The case of Crossman {Crossman y. The Queen, 
1886, 18 Q. B. D. 256) exactly applied, and ought to be followed. 
H'Courfs case (^Lord Advocate y. M'Court, March 7, 1893, 20 
Rettie, 488) did not apply, for the Ck)urt were satisfied there 
that there had been an out-and-out gift of the estate. 

At advising, — 

Lord Pbesident.— My opinion is in accordance with that of 
the Lord Ordinary. 

The expression "voluntary settlement" is not one with 
which Scottish lawyers are familiar, and, on this account, I am 
disposed to attach an especial weight to the English decision in 
Crossman v. The Queen (18 Q. B. D, 256), where the facts were 
very similar to those now before us. 

This is a handing over by a father to his sons of his whole 
business, and, in respect of what the sons get, they renounce all 
claims of succession to their father's estate. The father gives a 
very advantageous lease of the building in which the business 
was carried on. On the other hand, he stipulates for an 
annuity to himself and his wife successively of 5 per cent, on 
the value of the stock in trade. 

On the face of the agreement this is not a commercial trans- 
action. It cannot be imagined that if the father had been 
approached by a third party and offered this annuity he would 
have entered into such an agreement. The facts proved in 
evidence bear out the impression produced by the deed itself, 
that it was executed because the father was minded to bestow 
his business on his sons, contenting himself with some small 
annual return proportionate to the value of the stock in trade. 
This was therefore a settlement on his sons of this part of his 
estate, and it proceeded from his good will. I consider that it 
is a voluntary settlement in the sense of the Act. 

I agree with the Lord Ordinary in thinking that the words 
in the section "expressly or by implication" entitle us to hold 
that this annuity was in the sense of the statute " reserved." 
It is a pretty direct implication by which we conclude that the 
annuity of 5 per cent, on the stock in trade was really reserved 
out of the business handed oVer. On this matter the case of 
Crossman is in point, for there the annuity was not expressly 
payable out of what was conveyed. The case of M*Kersie has a 
less direct bearing, for it is a decision on a different statute, and 
the section there founded on did not require that the considera- 
tion should be reserved, — the words being "reservation or 
assurance of or contract for any benefit." 

Lord Adam. — There appear to be two questions in this case. 

1st. Whether the agreement of 4th May, 1887, whereby the 
defenders acquired right to the whole stock in trade of the firm 
of George Washington Wilson & Company, together with the 
goodwill of the business, was a voluntary settlement in the 
sense of the 38th section of the Customs and Inland Revenue 
Act, 1881? 

2nd. Whether, if so, the settler, George Washington Wilson, 
thereby reserved an interest in such for life, either expressly 
or by implication ? 

I concur with the Lord Ordinary that the agreement in 



question amounts in substance to a family arrangement I 
not alleged, and is not the fact, that any money was paid by 
defenders for the property to which they thereby acquired ri{ 

It is true that they thereby agreed to relieve their &th6i 
a sum of 750Z. due by him to George Brown Smith, a fon 
partner, but value in the shape of goods was put into tl 
hands by their father to enable them to meet this obligatioD. 

Further, it appears that the defenders by the agieem 
bound themselves to grant a bond of annuity in favour of tl 
father and his wife, securing to him, and after his death to I 
an annuity at the rate of 5 per cent per annum on the n 
of the stock handed over to the defenders, and the defend 
did, of the same date, grant a bond of annuity, in terms of t 
obligation. 

It will be observed that this annuity is not in any i 
secured over the property specified in the agreement, and if 
question had been open, it might very well have been doub 
whether the settler had thereby reserved an interest in n 
property for life, seeing that the property had passed out of 
hands, and might have been dissipated next day. 

But I think the question was in terms decided in the Quei 
Bench in England in the case of Crossman v. The Qim0I|I 
that we ought to follow that case. 

I therefore think we should adhere to the interloen 
reclaimed against 

LoBD M'Larsn and Lobd EiNinsAB concurred. 

The Coubt adhered. 



COURT OP SESSION, FIRST DIVISION. 

November 27, 1894. 
John Aiken, Surveyor of Taxes, Bespondent (Appellant). 
Tbusteks of Chablbs M. Magdonald, Appellants(Be8pond£Ol 
22 Bettie, 88. 
Revenue — Ineome-Tax — Foreign trade — Expense of Mrhi 
profits under trust-deed—Income'Tax Act, 1842 (5 «fe 6 Yid^t 
s, 100, Sehedvle A «^ 5- 

Teatamentary trufiteee were aBsesaed for inoome-taz under otf 
Schedule D, of the Income-Tax Act, 1842,* on the fall i* 
received by them in Great Britain of trade profits made in Indi^ 



♦ The fifth case of Schedule D of the Income-Tax Act, 1842, m 
— "The duty to be charged in respect of poraessionB . . • w 
British Plantations in America, or in any other of Her M»j« 
dominions out of Great Britain and foreign possessions. , 

" The duty to be charged in respect thereof shall be oompBwj 
sum not less than the full amount of the actual sums »nsiiM 
ceived in Great Britain, either for remittances from thence pay* 
Great Britain, or for projierty imported from i hence uito m 
Britain . . . computing the same on an ayciage of the 
preceding years as directed in the first case, without any deal 
or abatement than is hereinbefore allowed in such case." 

The first rule applying to cases 1 and 2, under Schedule D, 
inter alia,—** In estimating the balance of the profits or gsinj 
charged according to cither of the first or second oases, n®. ■"* 
be set against or deducted froro> or allowed to be set againwj 
ducted from, such profits or gains for any dibbursements or eq 
whatever, not being money wholly and exohisively wd a 
expended for the purposes of such trade, manufacture, adTeim 
concern, or of such profession, employment, or Tocation; • • 
for any sum txpendtd in any other domestic or private p^ 
dibtinct from the purposes of such trade, manufacture, advenw 
concern ..." 



Digitized by 



Google 



Oct. 3, 1896.] 



THE WEEKLY NOTES. 



121 



The tnutees claimed ded action of the expense of the trust adminis- 
tetioD in Great Britain on the ground that the beneficiariea on whom 

i ti« inoome-tax fell could only recelye the profits sahject to this 
Unetion. Bdd that the deduction oonld not be allowed, as the 

I trntsdmiDistration was not an expenditure for trade purposes. 

I Tn testamentary trostees of the late Charles M. Macdonald, 
^BiiMot, India, appealed to the Income-Tax Oommiseioners 
against an assessment under Schedule D of the Income-Tax 
: Arts made upon them for the year 189^94 on the sum of 
1684^., and claimed that the assessment should be made on 
M8y.oiily. 

The Commissioners sustained the appellants' contention, and 
laitricted the sum assessed on to 1484^ 

The Suryeyor of Taxes took a case, in which the following 
kts were stated:— 

"(1) The appellants are part proprietors of the Dowlutpore 
adigo concern, and of certain tea estates in India. 

"(2) The ayerage annual profits receired in this country 

from the said concern and tea estates amount, after dedaction 

|f certain sums paid in respect of interest, to the sum of 

K84'. 2s, 2e/., and the whole income of the trust ... is derived 

m the said concern and tea estates. 

"(3) The appellants, in making their return for the assess- 
»t of profits under Schedule D of the Income-Tax Acts, 
*»cted from the above sum of 1684/. 2i. 24. the sum of 200^. 
I the aTerage annual expenses incurred in this country in 
•■Mction with the management of the trust, and returned 
^* 2<. 2i. as their income from securities in any of Her 
kjesty's dominionB out of the United Kingdom 
•The parties were agreed that the assessment fell to be made 
ider the fifth case of Schedule D of the Income-Tax Act, 1842 
^* 6 Vict c. 35), 8. 100." ♦ It was stated at the bar that the 
irtees were bound to divide the proceeds of the trust among 
•to beneficiaries, who had themselves no power to collect 
Wl diride the estate. 

P^ gronnd of the Commissioners' decision was thus stated, 
^^The Gommissioners held that, in computing the assessable 
*tB nnder the provisions of the fifth case, effect fell to be 
"A to the directions contained in the first of the rules 
teTwd in the 100th section of the Income-Tax Act, 1842 
* 6 Vict c. 85), as applying to the first and second cases of 
iinle B, and that the average annual expenses incurred in 
I ecNmtry formed a proper deduction from the average annual 
toi6oei?ed in this country." 

^«pwd for the Surv^or of Taxes:— The Conmiissioners' 
•wn was wrong. Under the rules to cases 1 and 2, which 
■'•tod deductions admissible under case 5, no deductions 
fc allowed (inter alia) for disbursements or expenses not 
Ig money expended for the purposes of " such trade, manu- 
•nw, adventure, or concern " as was being assessed. The 
I here Bonght to be deducted was not expended for the trade 
JoMs of the indigo and tea estates, but was simply expenses 
toed in distributing the nett profits. The deductions con- 
lotted by the statute were for expenses incurred before the 
^profits receivable by the beneficiaries could be ascertained, 
^vgmnent of the tmstees came to this, that the carrying 

ne aeooont for which deduction wa« claimed appeared thus in 
»»i* aooount,— - ExpeiueB of adminifltration to date, includinir 
■«X|»iiiesaiidf«etor^ic '* '• * " * " ■ 



^■QOQi aundry oatlaysJ 



commission as taxed by Auditor of Faculty, 



out of the trust was the *' trade or concern " referred to in the 
Act A private person receiving the profits of his foreign trade 
in this country could not mike deductions for the expenses of 
any factor or agent he might employ to collect or receive the 
money, and the trustees were in no different position. 

Argued for the respondents : — The Conmiissioners were right. 
The persons chargeable in income-tax were not the trustees, 
but the beneficiaries (see sects. 41 and 190), and they were only 
to be chargeable on the nett income received by them. It was 
not disputed that the expense of bringing this money to Great 
Britain would be a proper deduction, why not then the expense 
of distribution ?— that is, the expense of bringing it into the 
beneficiaries' hands. The analogy of a private person employ- 
ing a factor to receive his money was not perfect, as here the 
beneficiaries did not set up the trost, and all the charges were 
necessary costs under the trust-deed, and had to be settled 
before the nett profits of the beneficiaries, who were the parties 
chargeable, could be ascertained. 

LoBD Pbxsidknt. — The appellants are testamentary trustees, 
and in that capacity they are part proprietors of certain estates 
in India In the year ending 5{h April, 1894, there was re- 
mitted to the appellants from India, as the annual proceeds of 
those properties, a sum of 1684/. 2<<. 2d., and that was a sum of 
money which came home nett. That sum came into the hands 
of the appellants free for them to spend or distribute according 
to the rights of their beneficiaries. They now propose to 
deduct certain expenses incurred in this country in connection 
with the management of the trust Now, it is for them to point 
to the section of the statute which entitles them to make such 
a deduction, and I think they have entirely failed to do so. It 
seems to me that all the authorised deductions and charges 
occur at an earlier stage than that at which these expenses have 
been incurred. When the nett sum was placed in the hands of 
the tmstees it had passed through all the vicissitudes which 
entitled anyone to make deductions. It had come home and 
was in their hands for them to apply to their uses. The fact 
that their uses are trast uses does not seem to me to make any 
difference in the present question, and the fact that this is a 
trust for the children of a person deceased again does not make 
any difference, as is shewn by the fact that the trustees them- 
selves are going to pay income-tax upon this sum, and merely 
question the right of the Government to refuse the deduction 
in question. I am of opinion that the determination of the 
(Jommissaoners is wrong, and should be reversed. 

Lord Adam.— I am entirely of the same opinion, and I 
cannot say I entertain any doubt about it. In these taxation 
statutes we are to read the words in the sense in which they 
are ordinarily used, and if a particular case falls clearly within 
the words wd are not at liberty to consider whether it is equit- 
able or inequitable. Now, it appears to me that the words 
" the fall amount of the actual sums annually received in Great 
Britain either for remittances," &c., apply to this case. I think 
we could not have words more clearly applicable to the remit- 
tances in question. It is said, however, by the appellants that 
they fall within the section providing for deduction or abate- 
ment, and that takes us back to the rule applicable to cases one 
and two, but, as your Lordship has pointed out, that rule 
clearly refers to money expended in earning the nett sum, and 
it is not to be for disbursements for the maintenance of parties 
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nor for any sam expended in any domestic or private purposes; 
as'difitinot from 4Jie purposes of the trade, manufaeture, adyen*- 
ture, or ooncem. I do not know whettier this would be a sum 
expended in domestic purposes. It looks yery like it. - 

LoBD M'Laeen.— Though the case we are considering is 
raiised under the fifth case of the section of the statute, there 
is a reference made under that enactment to rules which are 
primarily applicable to the first and second cases, and in con- 
sidering the present question it is of course legitimate to see 
how these rules would be worked from what is the ordinary 
case of profits earned within the country. If we suppose the 
ordinary case of a commercial firm earning profits, and that one 
of the partners has died and left his share to be managed by 
trustees for the benefit of his family, the firm make a return to 
Government of their nett profits^ and they are assessed upon 
those profits. Can it be for a moment maintained that after 
that return had been made the family of the partner who had 
left his money to trustees are entitled to a further deduction in 
reiipect of the cost of administering this revenue, through the 
trustees ? It seems to me that in such a case the deduction 
would be no more claimable than in a caEe where an individual 
partner having money in many concerns chooses to employ a 
priyate secretary for l^e purpose of keeping an account of his 
income and his expenditure. The management of the trustees 
is really, I yenture to think, of the nature of what is described 
in one of the rules as a priyate or domestic use, and is so 
described for the purpose of making it clear that it is not to be 
allowed as a deduction. I think it is plain enough, reading 
these rules, that the only kind of deductions allowed is expendi- 
ture incurred in earning the profits, and that there is no deduc- 
tion xmder any circumstances allowable for expenditure incnrred 
in mani^ng profits which haye been already earned and re- 
duced into money. If this were under cases one and two, it 
must necessarily be a sum under rule five. There is a distinc- 
tion, no doubt, but a distinction which is wholly immaterial to 
the present case. The distinction under rule five is that only 
so much of the profits of business as are remitted to Great 
Britain shall be charged. The owner of the business may 
reside in India and spend the greater part of his income there, 
and it is only so much as he remits to Great Britain that is 
assessable as money coming into the country which must pay 
for the proteotion which that property receives. Now, in this 
case I am of opinion with your Lordships that the sum assess- 
able is the sum appearing in the books of the bank as haying 
been remitted to this country and placed to the credit of 
the trust 

LoBD EiiiKBAB.^1 am clearly, of the. same opinion. The 
trustees say that the ayerage annual profits reoeiyed in this 
country from a certain tea estate in India amount to 1684/. 2«. 2d, 
Now, the statute says that the duty to be charged in respect of 
such property in the Colonies or in Her Majesty's possessions 
or. dominions out of the United Kingdom is ta be computed on 
a -sum not less than the full amount of. the actual sums 
annually receiyed in the United Kingdom by remittances from 
Her Majesty's Colonies or dominions outside the United 
Kingdom. That is the case we haye to consider. It is to 
be computed on a sum not less than the full amoimt receiyed 
in this country on remittance from India ; and then it goes on 
tO'Say that in charging the duty the sum is to be computed on 



ana'yerageof the three precedii% years, as directed in tito fiM 
case, without any deduction other than faereinbeforv aUoned is 
such case. Now, there is no deduction or abatem^it ezpresBly 
allowed in the case there referred to, but the statute prohilnts 
the deduction of any disbursements or expenses whatever not 
being money whoUy or exclusively laid out or expended for ihs 
purpose of such trade or concern ; and therefore the only qnes* 
tion we haye to consider is whether the Lord Advocate is Dot 
quite right in saying that the deduction claimed here is not a 
deduction of money laid out or expended for the purpose of the 
trade or concern at all, but merely a deduction of the oo6t of 
distributing nett income after it has come into this country. 
I am of opinion it does come into this category^ and therefiae 
I think the decision should be reyersed. 

The Coubt sustained the appeal, and reyersed the determina- 
tion of the Conunissioners. 



COURT OF SESSION, FIRST DIVISION. 



December 17, 1895. 

R. S. FOBBES (Surveyor of Taxes), Appellant 
The Scottish Eeovident Institution, Respondents. , 

23 Rettie, 323. 

Revenue — Jncome-icix — Interest on colonial inveeUnenU — Inott^Ta 
Act, 1842 (6 <& 6 Vict. c. B5)—ScJiedtde D, Cam 4, e. lQ2-^OuUnM9d 
Inland Revenue Act, 1893 (56 d: 57 Vict. e. 7), «. 5. 

The Customs and Inland Revenue' Act, 1898, imposed income-tlX 
for the year 1893-^94 upon income chargeable under Schedules A, J^ 
0, D, and £ of the Inoomo-Tax Act; 1853, ^nd enacted tlwt pnH 
vUlons in any Inoome-Tax Act in force in the previous year fthwUi 
liBve full foroe and effect ** wUh respect to the duties of income-ti^ 
hereby granted." 

An insurance society was assessed for income-tax for the yetf 
1893-94 on the interebt of colonial investments not received in GtfA 
Britain, but received and re-invested in the colonies, on the grm 
that it was subject to assessment under s. 102 of the Jjmsb^'^ 
Actil842. . 

Held (1) that if and in so far as seot 102 of the Act eflW 
suhjeoted to aasesament income not oovend hy the lettered idiedsw 
it was not in force for the year 1893-94; and (2) that jeet 100^ 
not impose duties, hut merely contained provisions as to the iN 
granted In the schedules. 

Where interest derived from the colonial investments of a i 
for mutual insurance was not rcnutted home,, hut was xe-in^c 
abroad, held that, by b^lug entered in the society's accounts, it 
not constructively remitted to this country so as to be charge 
with duty under Case 4 of Schedule D of the Inoome-Tax Act, 18 

The Scottish PBoyinsNT iNSTiTinnoN appealed to the.C 
miseioners of Inoome-Tax for the connty of Midlothian Agi 
an assessment for the year 1893-d4 en the sum of 90,31 
being tiie amount of interests accrued upon inyestmentsabi 
for the year ending 81st December 1892, which, acoordijil 
the contention of the institution, were not received in. 
country. 

The Commissioners sustained the appeal on the gto^ 
(1) that the interests in question had not been remitted toi 
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eomkrf in forma speeifieSt; and (3) tKat the faets were not 
8affid«nt to establiBh confitraetiTeTemittsnee. 

The Surveyor of Taxes obtained a case. 

The fellowing facts were set forth in the case :— The Scottish 
hoTid^ Institution was established in 1887, and was in> 
Mrponited by private Act in 1848. Its head office was in 
Edinkff^, and its oidioary management and administration 
were wholly vested in a board of directors established th»e. 

The Institaiion had no shareholders to whotandiyidends were 
ptydile, and there was no discrimination between its caxntal 
md inccHne. AecOTdiog to the laws of the Instrtution an in- 
lestigation was appointed to be made at the end of every 
nvenft year into its affairs, and tiie surplns (being the excess 
of ieoeip48 on acoonnt of premimns, interests, Ac, over the 
moant of ckims paid and other expenses) fell to be disposed 
of aeeording to the following laws :~Law 27 provided that the 
mplns, "under deduction of such proportion as the directors 
sWl consider neeessary and proper ill the circumstances to be 
KittBedas'a gnarantee, shall be made available to the member 
otifled thereto as after provide, and that by additions tathe 
cqijlil snms that will certainly— unless the policies be forfeited 
« randndered— hecome payable on the death of the members 
or otim» on wliose lives the ateurances were effected . . 
, Xe&henmay have their shares of surplus applied in dindnu- 
tiss of tiieir anntial oo&tributions, or in periodical or annual 
: addHuHw to their policies^ or they may at any time surrender 
tJwr Tested additions for'cash." * 

Law 28 provided that "the surplus shall eventually belong to 
those policies only on which there has been paid into the 
Mwnwi fimd, either by single payment or annual contributions, 
» wm which, when accumulated with interest at the rate of 
^ per eeni per annum, shall be equal in amount to the sum 
wJgJDdly assured." 

At tiie beginning of the year 1892 the Institution's common 
*W taoonted to 7,801,481^ Ss. 2</., and at the end of that 
y«r it-had increased to 8,126,375/. 8«. 9rf., shewing an excess of 
wwiptsovcr claims and expenses amoimting to 824,944 Oa. 7d. 

The directors had lent out considerable sums in Australia 
•d etaswhere ont of the United Kingdom. The interest 
^'ned* from these loans in -the year 1892 amounted to 
»369/. 8f. 9d. That interest was wholly deposited with the 
Oompany's bankers in the country where it was collected, and, 
Bot being reqnired to meet charges against the common fund in 
tte United Kingdom, it was not remitted to this country in 
J^ni&speeifica, but in terms of the InstitutionVr powers it was 
feat out as opportunity offered in the name of the Corporation. 
It foimed part of the "interesta** entered in the rt venue 
■ocoont of the Institution for the :ylBar ending 81st December, 
1892, as given up to the Board of Trade in terms of the Life 
AsBoianoe Companies Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 61), s. 6. 

No cUstnbation of surplus took place in the year 1892, the 
^ septennial investigaticm into the affairs of the Institution 
haTing taken place in 1887, when out of a surplus amounting 
to 1,051,035;. 85, 350,345/. had been retained, and 700,690/- 
H>Portk)ned among the participating members. 

"In support of the assessment, the Surveyor maintained that 
the interest in question did not fall to be dealt with under the 
4th case of Schedule D, but was chargeable under case 1, in 
W5t 180 of the Act, as profits, or as 'yearly interest,' under 
Kci 102, seeing that the Institution was resident in the United 

Ka 37-1896. 



Kingdom, having its r^'steired office here, and the whole of its 
business being directed from this country; further, that the 
whole amount of the Institution's interests necessarily entered 
into its published accounts, and was liable to meet all claims, 
wheresoever arising; and that the mere fact of any portion not 
having been remitted in forma specifica did not entitle the 
Institution to claim to be brought under case 4, and even under 
that case there was constructive remittance." 

The questions of law for the decision of the Court were : — 
" 1. Whether the Instrtution is liable to pay income-tax upon 
the full amount of the interest from investments, either under 
case 1 of Schedule D in sect 100 of the Income-Tax Act, 1842, 
or under sect. 102 of the same Act? 2. Whether if, on the 
other hand, the Institution is assessable under the 4th case of 
Schedule B, the facts amount to constructive remittance ? " 

The clauses of the Income-Tax Acts referred to in the 
discussion are quoted below. 

Argued for the Surveyor of Taxes;— The Crown had an 
option to tax either profits or interests accruing on investments : 
Clericaf, Medical, and General Life Assurance Society v. Carter, 
1889, 22 Q. B. B. 444; SeotHsh Mortgage Company of New 
Mexico V. Inland Bevenue, Nov. 19, 1886, 14 Bettie, 98. The 
statements of fiacts in the cases were insufficient to enable the 
Court to determine the amount of profits earned by the Institu- 
tions, and the Crown accordingly, for that reason, did not press 
their claims under case 1 of Schedule B of the Income-Tax Act 
of 1842, but maintained that the interests in question were 
taxable under sect 102 of that Act Under that section all 
"^eariy interest^' was chargeable without any limitation, and it 
made special reference to interest on foreign investments. The 
section had never been repealed. The meaning of the referenc© 
to case 3 of Schedule B was that the duty levied under sect. 102 
was to be levied in accordance with the rules of case 3, and the 
rule applicable to the present case was rule 1. The fact that 
case 3 contained rules not applicable to interest on investments 
could not prevent that section lh>m applying to interest which 
its terms clearly covered. If it were held that the interests in 
question were to be charged under case 4, they were still 
diargeable, on the ground that th^ had been constructively 
remitted to this country. -The interests being taken into 
account in making up the accounts of the Institution^ and 
therefore in estimating the divisible suiplus, must be held to 
be constructively remitted : Scottish Mortgage Company of A'eu> 
Mexico V. Inland Revenue, Nov. 19, 1886, 14 Bettie, 98. 

Argued for the Scottish Provident Institution ;-— The Crown 
claimed an option to charge either under sect 102 or Schedule B, 
case 4. It might be that a sum fell into two categories, with 
an option to the Crown to select under which it would charge^ 
but that was not the nature of the right claimed here, which 
was a right to charge under sect 102 what was excepted from 
the charge under case 4. That was clearly an untenable 
position, for if sect. 102 applied the Crown would be bound 
to charge under it, and could have no right to let the interest 
escape taxation by charging under case 4. Further, if the 
power to charge contended for was given by sect 102, that was 
contrary to the scheme of the Income-Tax Acts from the begin- 
ning. The schedules had always contained the subjects upon 
which duty was leviable, and the Act (Customs and Inland 
Bevenue Act, 1893) under which income-tax was now leviable 
imposed the duty only upon the subjects mentioned in the 
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schedules of the Act of 1863. The contention now put forward 
by the Crown was seriously asserted for the first time. It had 
been suggested in the case of the Clerical, dbc., Insurance Com- 
pany (^Clerical, Medical, and General Life Assurance Company v. 
Carter, 1889, 21 Q. B. D. 339, per Charles, J., p. 347), and had 
been emphatically rejected. Section 102 was really a rule 
applicable to the duties chargeable under Schedule D. Its 
real function was to be found in its provisos. It was supposed 
to have been framed to meet the case of such bodies as parochial 
boards, which had debts to pay but no assessable profits: Bell 
V. Bunny, 1 K. & J. 216, per Sir W. Page Wood, V.-C, p. 219. 
Cases 4 and 5 of the Act of 1842 dealt exhaustively with income 
derived from money or property abroad, and in both cases the 
tax was only laid on money received in this country. The 
words "received or receivable," in sect. 102, must be read in 
consistency with case 4, and meant received or receivable in 
this country. It was only by asserting sect. 102 to be a charg- 
iug section, that the Crown's contention could be maintained, 
and the reference to case 3 made it unworkable in practice. If 
such interests as were here in question had been intended to be 
taxed there would have been a direction in Schedule G of the 
Act of 1842 with r^ard to the return to be made. In the 
absence of such a direction the penalty for making a false 
return by the omission of such interest could not be enforced* 
The alternative claim of the Crown under case 4 failed, for 
there had been no constructive remittance. It was not suffi- 
cient to constitute constructive remittance that the interest was 
included in the statement of accounts. It must be used for the 
purposes of the concern, and that was the ground of decision in 
the case of the Scottish Mortgage Company (Scottish Mortgage 
Company of New Mexico v. Inland Revenue, Nov. 19, 1886, 
14 Eettie, 98). 
At advising, — 

LoBD Pbesidknt.— The learned counsel for the Crown stated 
' that they considered that the facts stated in the case were not 
sufficient to raise their claim under case 1 of Schedule D. 
They were anxious, however, to explain that it was solely on 
the ground of deficient statement of the facts relating to the Insti- 
tution which is Eespondent in this appeal that they did not on the 
present occasion advance this claim against this mutual society. 

The claim of the Crown was accordingly rested alternatively 
on sect. 102 of the Income-Tax Act, 1842, and the 4th case of 
Schedule D. 

The argument under sect. 102 is admittedly novel, and it 
involves surprising consequences. 

Case 4 of Schedule D purports to state the duty to be charged 
on interest arising on colonial and foreign securities, and it 
limits, by the terms of the rule, the taxable amount to the sums 
received in the United Kingdom. This reads as if it were, and 
has hitherto been supposed to be, an exhaustive statement of 
the liability to duty of this class of securities. The present 
argument is that sect 102 subjects to duty the whole of such 
interests, disregarding the distinction drawn in case 4 between 
what is yielded in the country of the security and what is received 
in the United Kingdom. If this view be sound se jt. 102 subjects 
to duty a class of property, profits, and gains not included in 
Schedules A, B, C, D, or E, to wit, interest arising from colonial 
or foreign securities, but not received in the United Kingdom. 

5Che answer to this argument is twofold. First, the statute 



under which, primarily, the Crown claims duty from the lespon* 
dent company is the Customs and Inland Bevenue Act, 1893, 
and the operative section is the fifth. Now, the things on 
which duty is charged by that section are the proper^, profits, 
and gains chargeable under Schedules A, C, D, and E of tk 
Income-Tax Act, 1853, and the occupation of lands (and soon) 
under Schedule B of that Aci These schedules, therrfore, 
state the limits of the income-tax granted by the Act of 1893. 
The same section (5) goes on to provide that all such prorioADi 
contained in any Income-Tax Act as were in force dniiDgthe 
preceding year, should have full force and effect, " with nspeet 
to the duties of income-tax hereby granted." 

If, then, and in so far as sect. 102 of the Act of 1842 sab- 
jeoted to tax things not covered by the lettered schedTiles,it 
was not in force during the year 1893-94. This seems to me to 
be a sound answer to the argument for the Crown, and, if soond, 
it is conclusive. 

It would appear, however, that sect. 102 never had the eSBct 
now sought to be ascribed to it An examination of -the Act of 
1842 shews that the first section sets forth the schedules is 
defining the subjects of the tax, and that the group of sectiom^ 
of which sect. 102 is one, are merely executive or administzatin 
directions for carrying out the schedules and rules. Section lOS 
certainly is so expressed as in terms to charge with duty; Int 
the general words used are in truth introductory to the pnh | 
viflos, and they are general, because they are introductory, tfd | 
therefore do not rehearse the limitations which have beei 
already expressed. 

Accordingly I am against the Crown on sect. 102. 

On the alternative argument on case 4 of Schedule D, I think 
the facts fail the Crown. There is nothing, as far as appeiR, 
done with the colonial interests in question, except to law 
them where they are. The phrase " constructive remittance' 
in the second query in these cases is one which, if used at «! 
requires to be carefully guarded. As employed in the pieeeat 
argument, it would practically obliterate the limitation in tl« 
rule of case 4. Every man, and every company, haviog foieiga 
or colonial investments of course knows of the interest aiisiiJg j 
from them, takes note of it, and enters it in any statement rf| 
affairs which may require to be made up. But this will netttj 
make the interest "received in the United Kingdom." TJ*i 
New Mexican case (14 Rettie, 98) was totally different !n»i 
money there could only be said not to have been received if, 
money sent home by bill is not received in this country, or if » ! 
colonial interests are received in the United Kingdom which do 
not reach it in specific fomL 

Lord Adam, Loed M'Lasen, and Lord Kikne/lb concurred. 

Thb Court affirmed the determination of the Commissionen 
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Mrs. C. R. Jameson M'Culloch and Husband, Defenders 
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22 Rettie, 356. 
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Aa entailer destined an estate to himself, and to D., his only son, 
"and the hein-male of hia hodj, and the heirs-male of their bodies, 
whieh falling, to the heirs-female of his (D.'s) body ... the eldest 
heir-female always saooeeding withont division." W., the last sur- 
TiTing heir-male who was called, haying died withont issue, the 
sQooesBion opened to C.» who was the great-granddaughter of D., and 
the nearest heir-female of his body. C. was also a niece of W. 

In a qnestion between the Crown, claiming succession-duty, and C, 
i«U(a^i7»tfi^ judgment of Lord Well wood) that when the destination 
to the heirs-male of the body of D. was^ exhausted on the death of W. 
the estate passed, not by devolution of law, but under the entailer's 
dispoBition, to a new stirps, the heirs-female of D/s body, of which 
G. was the head, and that G. succeeded by *' disposition " to the 
entailer as her " predecessor," and not by devolution by law to her 
lUkdeW. 

Lard Advocate v. Lord Siltoun, Dec. 16, 1858, 21 Dunlop 124, 
8 Maoq. 659, eommented on. 

In 1762 Edward M'CuUoch of Ardwall executed a deed of 
entail of the lands and estate of Ardwall, the destination being 
in the following terms:— "To myself; and to David M'CuUoch 
myonly lawfull son; and the heirs male of bis Body, and the 
heire male of their Bodys, which failing to the heirs female of 
his Body and the heirs male of their Bodys, which failing to 
iHizabeth M'Culloch my eldest lawfall daughter and the heirs 
male of her Body and the heirs male of their Bodys, which 
&fling to Jannet M'Culloch my second lawfull ^Daughter and 
the heirs male of her Body and the heirs male of their Bodys, 
vhich failing to the heirs female to be procreate of the Bodys 
of my heirs female foresaid, and the heirs male of their Bodys; 
the eldest heir-female always succeeding without division and 
excluding all heirs portioners, which failing. . . ." 

Walter M'Culloch, who was the last surviving heir-male 
descended of the body of David M'Culloch, the entailer's son, 
having died on 25th March 1892, without issue, the succession 
opened to Mrs. Jameson M'Culloch, as eldest and nearest heir- 
female of the body of David M'Culloch. 

Mn. Jameson M'Culloch was a great-granddaughter of David 
M'Culloch, and a niece of Walter M'Ccdloch. 

On 10th July 1894 an action was brought against Mrs. 
Jameaon M'Culloch by the Lord Advocate on behalf of the 
Commissioners of Inland Bevenue for payment of succession- 
daty calculated at the rate of 4 J per cent. 

The pursuer averred that the defender " derived her succes- 
sion hy devolution from her uncle, the said deceased Walter 
M'Culloch, her predecessor in the lands and estate of Ardwall, 
and the succession-duty falling to be paid by her is chargeable 
at the rate of 4 J per cent." 

The defender averred " that the heirs-male of the said David 
M'Culloch became exhausted on the death of the said Walter 
M'Culloch. The succession then opened to the female line, and 
the said Mrs. Jameson M'Culloch took as first heir-female. She 
thug succeeded by disposition from the entailer, the said Edward 
M'Calloch, as being the first of a new series of heirs, and is 
liable only in succession-duty at the rate of IJ per cent.," the 
entailer being her lineal ascendant. 

The defender tendered duty calculated at li per cent. 

The pursuer pleaded ;— (1) Mrs. Jameson M'Culloch, being a 
monher of the same stirps of the entail as the said Walter 
M'Culloch, and having taken by devolution from him as her 
immediate predecessor, is chargeable with succession-duty at 
the rate of 4} per cent, as a descendant of his sister. 



The defender pleaded;— (1) The defender, the said Mrs. 
Jameson M'Culloch, haying taken the said estate by disposition 
from the entailer, and not by devolution of law from the said 
Walter M'Culloch, the defenders ought to J^ssoilzied. 

On 6th December 1894 the Lord Ordinary (Wellwood) found 
that the defender took " the estate ... by disposition from the 
entailer, and not by devolution of law, and is therefore liable 
only in succession-duty at the rate of li per cent.; therefore 
assoilzies the defender from the conclusions of the sunamons." 

The pursuer reclaimed, and argued;— Xord SaJtoun's case 
only decided that nominatim heirs took by disposition. The 
defender here was not named or circumstantially described in 
the entail. She was one of the stirps which commenced with 
David M'Culloch, and to which her uncle Walter belonged. 
The defender and her uncle were both heirs of David's body, — 
that was, they belonged to the series or class of heirs taking by 
descent from David. No fresh stirps were introduced by the 
defender. The entail no doubt fixed in what order the heirs of 
David should take, but the law had to be appealed to to say 
which heir was next entitled to succeed in that order. The 
defender therefore took by devolution of law, and her pre- 
decessor was her uncle ^Walter M'CuUoch : Lord Advocate v. 
Lord Saltoun, Dec. 16, 1858, 21 Dunlop 124, 31 Scot. Jur. 76, 
June 7, 1860, 22 Dunlop (H. L.) 12, 3 Macq. 659; L(yrd 
Advocate v. Home Drummond, Nov. 12, 1867, 40 Scot. Jur. 21. 

Argued for the defender ; — The defender introduced a new 
stirps or class of heirs. Her uncle belonged to the class heir- 
male— the defender to the class heir-female. It was a mere 
accident that there was consanguinity between the last member 
of the old stirps, and the first of [the new. The deed of entail 
had to be appealed to whenJWalter M'Culloch died. The law 
of succession ^er se did not ascertain the next heir. The 
defender accordingly took by disposition, not by devolution by 
law: Lord Advocate v. Gordon, July 19, 1872, 10 Macph. 1015, 
Lord BenhoUne at pp. 1022-1023, 44 Scot, Jur. 671; Lord 
Advocate v. Earl of Zetland, Dec. 6, 1876, 4 Rettie 199, Lord 
Neaves, p. 205, Feb. 12, 1878,15 Rettie (H. L.) 51. 

At advising, — 

Loud Fbesident. — I agree with the Lord Ordinary, and my 
opinion may be very briefly stated. The question in what cases 
anyone takes an estate by disposition and in what cases by 
devolution has been so fully discussed in the three decisions 
cited by his Lordship, that I do not think it doubtful to which 
class the present case belongs. 

The deed of Edward M'Culloch gave the estate first to David 
M'Culloch and the heirs-male of his body, and the heirs-male of 
their bodies. Each heir-male took undoubtedly by devolution 
of law, the deed having specified the class of heirs and left the 
law to devolve the estate within that class. Walter M'Culloch, 
the heir-male just dead, so took by devolution of law. Had he 
left a son that son would have taken by devolution of law and 
would have been the successor of Walter in the line of heirs- 
male of David M'Culloch. 

Now, however, Mrs. Jameson M'Culloch takes not because 
she is heir-male but on the contrary because there are no more 
heirs-male. Neither does she claim because it is a legal con- 
sequence of the destination to heirs-malo that she should now 
take. On the contrary, she points to the deed of Edward, the 
entailer, which, now that the law has executed his commission 



Digitized by 



Google _ 



126 



THE WEEKLY NOTES. 



[Oct. 10, 1896. 



to devolye the estate down the line of -heirs-male, steps in and 
starts a fresh line of succeesion. 

To my thinking, the case is just the same as if the heir&- 
female now called had been the heirs-female of some stranger, 
who and whose heirs-male had never yet taken at all. Suppose 
that, instead of going back to David and giving to his heirs- 
female, the entailer had called the heirs^female of some son or 
relation or stranger, not hitherto named in the deed,— the 
heirs-female let us say of some Mark M'Culloch, — they surely 
would take by disposition. The argument would be merely the 
extension of ScUtoun's case from a man named to the heirs (or a 
particular class of heirs) of a man named. I cannot see how it 
can make any difference that the new class of heirs are the 
heirs-female of a man whose heirs-male have been exhausted. 
In the one case, as in the other, you have to go back to the 
deed for a fresh start, instead of letting the law work out the 
line first started. 

I am for adhering. 

LoBD Adah. — I entirely concur. In my opinion this case is 
conclusively settled by the principles of construction laid down 
in the previous cases to which your Lordship and the Lord 
Ordinary have referred. 

LoBD EiKNEAB. — ^1 am 'entirely of the same opinion, for the 
same reason. The rule laid down in the case of Lord Salioun is 
that where a successor derives his title by descent, the person 
through whom he claims as his ancestor is by a reasonable 
<x)n8truction of the Act his predecessor, but when the lands are 
taken not by descent from the person last vest and seised in 
them> but by operation of the deed by a person who is his heir- 
general or heir of any particular class through the last possessor, 
then the settlor must be the predecessor. Therefore, agreeing 
with everything your Lordship has said, I do not think it 
necessary to add any further observations. 

LoKD M^Labsn was absent. 

The Court adhered. 



COURT OF SESSION, FIRST DIVISION. 

January 14, 1896. 

liELioiors Tbaot and Book SotiSTT of Sootlanb, Appellants. 
B. S. FoBBES (Surveyor of Taxes), Bespondent. 

23 Bettie, 390. 

Revenue — Ineome'Taz — Profits arinngfrom trade — Trade carried on 
hy religious society — Dedvctions — Losses not connected icith trade — 
Income- Tax Ad, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict, c, 34), s. 2, Schedule D—Ineome-Taz 
Act, 1842 (5 4 6 Viet, e, 35), t. 100, ScheduU D, case 1, rttle 8. 

A Society whose object was to promote !religion by the circulation 
of tracts and books, carried on Ihe business of booksellers in a shop, 
and earned profits therefrom. The Society also sold books by col- 
porteurs, but the oolportage work could not by itself be carried on at 
a profit as a commercial undertaking, and the Society was able to 
continue it only by means of the profits earned in the shop and of 
voluntary sobscrtptioDs. Held that the profits earned in carrying on 
the ^fawijieBB of booksellers were trade profits and fell to be assessed 
f or/ inooBBe-tas, and tliat the Iosbob arising from - tfaft • oolportage 



agencies did not fall to be deducted therefxom, the oolpoitage being 
essentially distinct from the bookselling businefls, and not bong of 
the nature of trade. 

This was a case stated for the Beb'gious Tract and Book 
Society of Scotland by the Ck)mmi88ioners of Income-Tax. 

The case set forth the following facts: — "At a meeting of 
General Commissioners of Income-Tax for the county of 
Midlothian; held at Edinburgh on 2nd July, 1895 :— 

" The Beligious Tract and Book Society of Scotland appealed 
against an assessment under Schedule D of the Inoome-Tax 
Acts, for year 1894-95 on 532/. 125. 6d., as profits deriyed from 
bookselling at the Society's Central Depository, 99, George Street, 
Edinburgh (after deducting 210/. 18s. 6d., loss on businffiB of 
the Society's depository at Belfast), on the average of iiflw 
years to 20th September, 1893. 

" The constitution of the Society provides (article 2) that 
' the object of the Society shall be, by the ciioulation of religioiu 
tracts and books, to diffuse a pure and religious liteiatnie 
among all classes of the community/ and (article 8) 'This 
object shall be carried out by the establishment of central and 
branch depositories and of auxiliary societies and by means of 
colportage and other agencies.' 

" Separate accounts are kept of the receipts and expenditoie 
of each of the depositories and of the colportage department. 
The accounts for each of the three years immediately preoediog 
the year to be assessed (1894-95) shew a profit on tiie busineGS 
of the Edinbuj^h depository, but a loss on the Belfast depot, 
and a loss upon the colportage department. The result is, that 
placing the loss upon the Belfast depot and the colportage 
agencies against the profit on the Edinburgh depository, there 
is overhead a considerable loss on the Society's opeiatioiiB, 
which is only made gopd by subscriptions and donations from 
the public. As stated in the annual reports of the Society, tiie 
business of the depositories is conducted on strictly oammoeial 
principles, no subscriptions being received or sought on their 
behalf. . . . The followingi.is a statement of the facts admitted 
by the parties : — 

" L The colportage agencies, the Edinburgh depository, and 
the Belfast depot, are alike integral parts of the Society's 
machinery. 

"2. The colportage business, estimated by sales, is much 
larger than that of the Edinburgh depository and the Belfast 
depot put together. The sales in all three departments are of 
the same goods, at the same prices, and for the same object; 
also there is only one stock out of which the salesmen at them 
all are supplied, and the Society is responsible for the expenses 
of all the departments alike. 

*' 3. The Society's colporteurs are to a certain extent cotia^ 
missionaries, . . . and the directors attach importance to that 
portion of their work. But this does not represent tiie chief 
part of a colporteur's duties. The first instruction put into the 
hands of every applicant for service as a colporteur, after 
referring to cottage visitation, declares explicitly that 'aa the 
Society exists to spread the knowledge of the ^^osp^^ fj^ 
promote the kingdom of Christ by means of the press, ana to 
circulate pure and healthy general literature, a colportear^ 
chief duty is to sell Biblesand the books and penodical&'V^^ 
are supplied to him.' 

4. The two departanents of the Society's woik(the depoaiw 



and the colportage)4ire Alike missionary ia chaiaoter, as 
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in the oonstiiation of the Society^ and are alike earned on by 
selling to the public at oidinary retail prices ; but the colportage 
agency could not by itself be carried on at a profit as a com- 
mercial undertaking, and required the aid of subseriptions. 
Before the colportage agencies were added^ and when the 
Edinburgh depository stood alone, even the latter was carried 
<m at a loss, and the Society required and received subscriptions. 
That depository continued to shew financial loss for many 
yetis, both before and after the addition of colportage. 

''On behalf of the Society it was maintained that its business, 
vyeh consists, according io its constitution, of the purchase 
ttd sale, from the same stock, and at the same prices, of Bibles, 
books, and periodicals, at the depository in Edinburgh, the 
depot in Belfast, and colportage agencies throughout the 
conntiy, should be treated as a whole, and any lo3S made on 
ene department should be deducted from profit made in others 
beforo striking the balance on which an assessment of income- 
tax is made. 

"In support of the assessment, the Surveyor of Taxes, 
Mr. B. 8. Porbes, maintained that the profits from the business 
of bookselling, carried on by means of the depositories on 
stricUy commercial principles, could not|be distinguished fh>m 
ordinuy profits of trade, and the application of such profits to 
religioiis or charitable purposes did not exempt them from 
tfiBBKment ... He also maintained that the deficiency on the 
colportage agencies being due to their expenses as missionary 
aod philanthropic undertakings, and such agencies not being of 
the nature of trade, losses arising from them could not be set 
off against profits from the depositories." 

The Gonunissioners were of opinion that the business of the 

depositories was of the nature of trade, and must be dis- 

tiogoifihed from the operations of the colportage agencies, that 

I the apphcation of the profits to religious purposes did not 

I cnapt than from assessment, also thcEt the loss by colportage 

j ^eades could not be set against such profits. They therefore 

Rfued the appeal and sustained the assessment 
■ "The question of law for the opinion of the Court is— In 
i iaeertaining whether the Society has earned profits assessable 
I'lmder Schedule D, does the deficiency on its operations in the 
I «Iportage agencies fall to be set against its profits in the 
Edinburgh depository ? " 

The appeUiuits argued;— The business and work carried on 
^ the Society must be regarded as a whole, and the loss 
I ttiongon one braaoh must be deducted frvMOd the gain arising 
^ ca another, before profits could be assessed tot income-tax: 
' ^ \, London Assurance Corporation, 1884, 12 Q. B. D. 389. 
The principle contended for by the appellants was recognised 
^7 the Inland Bevenue, for they allowed the loss on the 
Belfast business to be deducted from thegain on the Edinburgh 
^'Q&Qtts. In the same way the deficiency arising on the 
^olportagB business should be deducted. The net result of the 
vhole tolerations carried on by the Society was loss, the deficit 
twng met by voluntary subscriptions. The Society ou^t' to 
be exempted from income-tax in any view, for it did not exist 
^ the purpose of making gain in the sense of distributing its 
ivofits among its members. It was substantially a oharity, and 
its vhole income was devoted to philanthropiQ wcffk. It should 
i°*ke no difference that profits were earned, in a particular 
^Ttmeut of that work< Caww y. The CommUhe V ^/i« 



Argued for the respondent ;— The bookselling business in the 
shops was a trade, and was essentially distinct from the work 
done by the colportage i^ncies. The latter was in no sense a 
commercial undertaking. That was clearly shewn by the fact 
that it required the support of voluntary subscriptions to 
enable it to be carried on at all. It did not make the profits 
derived from the bookselling business any the less trade profits 
that they were entirely devoted to a philanthropic object. 

Lord President.— It may be conceded to the appellants that 
the object of their Society is not that of making profit but the 
diffusion of religious literature among all classes of the com- 
munity. But incidental to that large and beneficial purpose 
they engage in trade, and this assessment proceeds upon the 
very intelligible theory that the business of bookselling cannot 
be taxable or not taxable according to the motive of the book- 
seller. Now, quite consistently in that businesslike view, the 
Bevenue find that this Society has a bookseller's shop in Edin- 
burgh, and a bookseller's shop in Belfast, that it is the same 
business, and accordingly they allow the loss on the shop in 
Belfast to be deducted from the gains of the shop in Edinburgh. 
But then they are moved to bring into the account of this 
bookselling establishment the accounts of the colportage which 
is carried on by the Society. Now, the legitimacy of the 
importation into the account of the colportage must depend 
entirely on whether it, as well as the shops, is a business, trade, 
or adventure carried on on conunercial principles. It seems to 
me that the statements in the case entirely negative that view. 
It appears that the colportage agency could not be carried on at 
a profit as a conmiefcial undertaking, and is persevered in 
merely because, the Society find that by appealing to the 
religious public, they are able to obtain subscriptions which 
enable them to fill up the deficit. When we turn to the 
methods of the colportage, it appears, that they are not com- 
mercial methods, — that is to say, that the business carried on 
is not purely that of pushing the sale of their goods, but that 
on the contrary the duty of the salesman is to dwell over the 
purchase and make it the occasion of administering religious 
advice and counsel. Now, under these conditions, it seems to 
me to be impossible to hold that this is a business, trade, or 
adventure which is unfortunately resulting in loss. It is really 
a charitable mission, in which the sale of the Scriptures is 
made the occasion for doing something more than merely 
effecting the sale of books. And accordingly, while I completely 
assent to the view that the establishment and conduct of the 
shops and the establishment and conduct of the colportage all 
rest upon the same ultimate motive, yet at the same time the 
two operations seem to be essentially distinguished. The shops 
are simply booksellers' shops, the other is a combination of the 
sale of books with a missionary enterprise, and therefore I think 
the judgment is perfectly right 

LoBD Adak.— I am of the same opinion. I think this 
question arises upon the matter of striking the balance-sheet of 
the trade orl business rarried on by this Society. If this col* 
portage business be a proper part of the trade or bnsinefls 
carried on by them along with the two «h<^ whidi they keep, 
then vthe.loss arises frtHU the business, and falls to be taken 
into account in striking the balance under the first rule <^ 
Schedule ]>. * I do not think the case raiass any question about 
losS' cooMeted with (w^ariaing-^Nut.^^ seoaer diteent eoneem 
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Altogeiher. Now, I think the Society is carrying on the trade 

of bookselling. . It keeps two shops— I do not care whether you 

call them depositories or shops— for the sale of books, the one 

in Edinburgh and the other in Belfast That being the trade 

carried on by this Society, the Crown very properly put these 

two parts of the business of bookselling together, and seeing 

there is loss on the Belfast shop, they deduct that from the 

gain on the Edinburgh shop. That is according to ordinary 

practice. I agree with your Lordship that if a party takes to 

selling books, it does not matter to the Crown what his object 

is in doing so— whether it is to put profit in his own pockety or, 

haying made profit, to expend it in charity or donation. It 

makes no difference therefore in this case what is the object 

with which these two shops are carried on, or the purpose for 

which the Society expend the profits made in these shops. I 

think the true question is, whether this colportage system to 

which the profits of the shops are applied is or is not port of 

the trade of bookselling carried on by the Society. Now, this 

colportage system is not a commercial system at all. It is not 

carried on for the purpose of making profit. It is not carried 

on as a trade speculation, because, as we are told in this case, it 

could not be carried on at a profit. It appears to me to be a 

very remarkable trade, as to which those who carry it on admit 

that they could not possibly make any profit out of it. That 

shews clearly that it is not carried on as part of the business of 

bookselling ; but the Society carry on the business of bookselling 

for the purpose of making profit, and having made profit, they 

expend it on the charitable purpose for which the Society exists, 

namely^ the sale of books by colporteurs. 

LoBD M'Laben. — This Society, as we are informed, is con- 
stituted for the purpose of promoting the circulation of the 
Scriptures and of religious books, and its objects are carried out 
in two ways, — first, by keeping retail shops in Edinburgh and 
Belfast for the sale of their books, and secondly, by sending 
colporteurs about the country for the purpose of bringing the 
Bible and religious publications to the homes of the poor. It 
is stated that the shops if taken together are carried on at a 
profit, but that the colportage business results in a loss, and, as 
I read the case, it results in an intentional loss, because there is 
one element which appears to me to be decisive of this case, and 
that is, that not to meet an occasional loss, but as i)art of the 
system on which the Society's operations are carried on, the 
public are appealed to for subscriptions to make up so much of 
the loss arising on the colportage business as is not covered by 
the profits arising on the shop sales. Now, in their reports as 
stated in the case the Society disclaims the intention of asking 
the public to contribute towards meeting loss or reduced profits 
upon their proper commercial business, and one understands 
the reason why this disclaimer should be entered in the 
Society's reports, because it is unlikely that the public would 
contribute money in order to allow the Society to undersell 
other dealers. But the subscriptions are asked expressly to 
meet the loss arising on the colportage business, which is of a 
combined missionary and charitable character. It appears to 
me therefore that these two branches of the Society's operations 
cannot be identified as one and the same trade, adventure, or 
concern, and therefore that under the third rule for estimating 
profits under Schedule D the Society is not entitled to set off 
the loss arising from the colportage business in reduction of 



the profits upon which they fall to be 'assessed for their 
mercial business. The two being clearly separable, I thiid 
income-tax is i)ayable upon the remunerative part of th 
Society's business. 

LoBD KiNNEAB.— I agree with your Lordships. I think 
the Society carries on the business of booksellers in Edinboig 
and Belfast, and that their operations in disseminating book 
by the system of colportage do not constitute a trade, adTcntoi 
or concern in the nature of a trade at all, but form one of tt 
purposes to which the profits derived from their trade of 
sellers are applied. I agree that it is entirely in aoooidia 
with this distinction, and very significant^ that th^ ay 
carry on their trade of booksellers on purely 
principles, and do not seek or receive the aid of subeciiptio 
for the purposes of that business, but on the other handtt 
they do ask and obtain subscriptions, most Intimately, in 
of the purpose to which their profits are applied. 

The Coxjbt answered the question in the negative, 
the determination of the Commissioners, and sustained 
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Benjamin Cobkb (Surveyor of Taxes for the County of Ayi 
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Rev. Samuel Campbell Fbt, Respondent. 

22 Rettie, 422. 

Bevenuer—IneofM'tax—AhaUment^^' Jncomc "— ^jjtoWwW 

—Mante— Income-Tax Act, 1842 (5 <fc 6 Vict, c. 35). •. 167, SdM 

and E^CwtovM and Inland Revenue Act, 1876 (39 d: 40 VicL & 16). 

In a queBtion between a parish miniBtor and a sarreyor of ii 

lield that the minister of a parish is entitled to let his maue. 

The Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1876, s. 8, allowB an i 
ment from income-tax to a person assessed when ** his total ii 
from all sonrces" is less than 400Z. Hdd that the annual value 
manse occupied by a parish minister fell to be reckoned as 
of the minister in the sense of the above section, in respect l!u 
was entitled to make it a source of revenue by letting it 

Tennant v. Smith, March 14, 1892, 19 Rettie (H. L.) I, 
A. C. 150, and Inland Bevenue v. Sutherland^ March 20, 
21 Rettie, 753 (p. 113, anU), didinguuihed. 

At a meeting of the Commissioners of Income-Tax forGci 
Purposes held at Ayr on 4th December, 1894, the Rev. " 
Campbell Fry, minister of the parish of Girran, 90 
against an assessment made upon him nnder Schedule 
the Income-Tax AcU for the year 1893-1894, and claimed 
abatement allowed in respect of incomes nnder 400'. by 
Act 39 & 40 Vict. c. 16, s. 8. 

The Surreyor of Taxes objected, on the ground that Mr. 
income, as in a question of abatement, was over 400/., in " 
that there ought to be included in it the annual value ol 
manse, which the Surveyor stated to be 30/., making » 
assessable income of 407/. 

The Commissioners sustained the appeal on the author 
the case of Inland Bevenue v. Sutherland (March 29, 
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21 Eei^e, 753, p. 113, ante), being of opinion that as a parish 
manse iras pioTided for the incumbent to enable him to dis- 
ehaige the duties of his office, and was therefore not a right 
apable of being turned into money, the annual value of the 
DuiDse was not to be held as part of Mi, Fry's income, and they 
therafoze allowed the abatement 

The Surreyor obtained a case for the opinion of the Court of 
Exchequer. 

The Lord Ordinary in Exchequer (Wellwood), on the motion 
af the parties, appointed the case to be heard by the First 
DiTidon. The question of law was whether the annual value 
of the manse, the same being a parish manse, was to be reckoned 
ts part of Mr. Fry's income for the purposes of a claim of abate- 
nent imder the Act 39 & 40 Vict, c, 16, s. 8. 

The facts stated in the case were : — " (1) The Appellant is 
ndnister of the parish of Girvan, which is a rural parish, and 
liisvhole income, tLpsat from tho annual value of the manse, 
VIS ascertained to be as under, it being all duly charged to 
iacome-tax. Stipend paid by heritors, 319/. 15s., glebe rents 
and feu-duties, 771. bs.—ia all, 397/. Less expenses in terms of 
Act 16 & 17 Yict c. 34, s. 52, 20/. = 377/. (2) The Appellant 
vtt enteied in the Valuation-roll as owner and occupier of the 
mmse at the annual value of 30/., and is assessed as such for 
local lates. He was assessed to income-tax. Schedule A, on 
M* as the annual value of the manse, in addition to the above 
5fitiiicOT[ieof377/." 

Aigaed for the Surveyer ;— The Commissioners had decided 
this case on the authority of Sutherland (^Inland Hevenue v. 
SuiMand, March 20, 1894, 21 Bettie, 753, p. 113, ante). But 
that case was quite distinguishable from the present. There 
the Free Church minister had only a right to personal residence, 
«nd could not let his manse, the title to which was in trustees. 
Id the present case Mr. Fry could let his manse : Heritors of 
^imfotfr V. Roddick, Dec. 14, 1871, 10 Macph. 221. He could 
therefore derive money's worth by such letting. That was the 
test: Tennant v. Smith, March 14, 1892, [1892] A. C. 150. A 
P^ minister had been called an official liferenter and also a 
proprietor: Roddick, supra, per Lord Justice-Clerk Moncreiff, 
«t p.225; Presbytery of Selkirk v. Duke of Bucdeuch, Nov. 9, 
1869,8 Macph. 121, per Lord Neaves, at p. 131, 42 Scot. Jur. 55. 
So &r as the Tax Acts were concerned he was proprietor of the 
'■*Dse. Under the old statutes parish ministers were liable to 
Ny taxes on their manses and glebes: M'Lea v. Walker, 
April 7, 1819, 1 Bligh, 535. The only exemption was relief 
fcan poor-rates: Gibson v. Forbes, June 4, 1852, 1 Macq. 106. 
**Dfie8 and glebes were treated in the same category as belong- 
H to the parish minister by the institutional writers (Stair, ii. 
?» 4; Ersk. ii. 3, 8). A parish minister could not be compelled 
fe reside in his manse : Heritors of Fitsligo v. Oregor, June 18, 
j^?, 6 Bettie, 1062, per the Lord President, at p. 1064. The 
fetors were not the proprietors of the manse. Their only 
Jfiterest was to see that the fabric was not injured. The 
PKshytery of course had the duty entrusted to them of having 
«ft cure properly served, but they had no title to control the 
^'"ifister in his use of the manse. A parish minister was 
«»bject to assessment "as proprietor and occupier," qua life- 
"*ter of his manse and glebe in the sense of the Valuation 
Act: Cowan v. Qardon, July 9, 1868, 6 Macph. 1018, per Lord 
Resident, at p. 1024, 40 Scot. Jur. 697. The detei-mination of 
l«e Commigsioners ought therefore to be reversed. 



Argued for the respondent ;— The case of Sutherland (Inland 
Revenue v. Sutherland, March 20, 1894, 21 Rettie, 753) ruled the 
present A parish minister was not proprietor of a manse. 
He had only a limited right during his life. Roddick's case 
(Heritors of Aberdour v. Roddick, Dec. 14, 1871, 10 Macph. 221) 
was only an authority for the proposition that a parish minister 
could let his manse for two months in sunmier. Tennanfs 
(Tennant v. Smith, March 14, 1892, [1892] A. C. 150, per Lord 
Chancellor, at p. 161) case iJso supported the view contended 
for by the respondent. The manse was therefore not an 
income-producing subject. It was of no moment that the 
minister was assessable under Schedule A. Section 167 was 
not directly applicable to this case, as there was no direct 
incorporation of that section in s. 8. The determination of the 
Commissioners was therefore right. 

The following judgments were pronounced: — 

Lo«D Pbssidikt.— The Bev. Samuel Campbell Fry, minister 
of the parish of Girvan, claims an abatement from Income-tax 
under 39 & 40 Yict. c. 16, s. 8, on the ground that his income 
is less than 400/. It is answered by the Crown that, if the 
value of the manse be taken into account, as part of his income, 
that income is over 400/. The question we have to decide is 
whether the value of the manse is to be taken into account in 
ai^ertaining the minister's total income from all sources. 

He has been assessed under Schedule A in respect of the 
manse. I do not r^ard this fact as conclusive against him in 
the present question. As occupier he is liable to have the duty 
under Schedule A charged on him in the first instance. But 
then it is quite certain that, in his case, there is no one from - 
whom he can claim or retain payment of the tax paid by him 
under Schedule A. Whether he be owner or not, it is quite 
certidn that no one else is. 

It appears to me, however, tliat for the purposes of the 
present question he is the owner. I think his right is not 
merely a right of personal i-esidence, but that it could be turned 
into money. 

An examination of the statutes on which the minister's right 
to a manse rests shews that the manse pertains to the minister 
during his incumbency; and the statutory restrictions against 
grants of the manse by .setting in feu or in tacks to the 
prejudice of successors seems to imply that the minister's right 
in the manse would include such settings as were not to 
the prejudice of successors. It is to be observed also that the 
statutes treat the manse as being in the same position as the 
glebe, so far as the minister's rights are concerned. Now, it is 
not doubtful that glebes are constantly let It is quite true 
that, on the other hand, manses are not in practice let, except 
occasionally in summer, but this would seem to be due to social 
convenience, and perhaps a sense of fitness. The case of 
Roddick did not completely decide, but it tested, the question 
which I am now considering; and, if the question was not > 
decided, this was because there was no occasion for it. 

There are indeed two checks upon the exercise of the minister's 
rights. The one is his duty to be present to serve the cure, a 
duty enforceable by his ecclesiastical superiors. But then this 
duty may be performed without living in the manse, for a 
minister might have, or might choose, some other residence 
within the parish. I am not aware that, if he did so, the 
presbytery could interfere, on the ground that it is an ecclesias- 
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tieal duty to liye in the manse. The other check to whidi I 
have referred is on the part of the heritors, who are entitled to 
see that nothing is done unduly to deteriorate the fabric of the 
manse. Here, howeyer, their interest ends. Now, letting to a 
good tenant does not necessarily imply any greater wear and 
tear of the manse than the minister's own residence does. 

The decision of the Cjmmissioners seems yery neatly to 
express what I consider the fallacy of the minister's argument 
It is true that the manse is provided for the incumbent to 
enable him to discharge the duties of his ofSce, but it does net 
follow that his right is not oapable of being turned into money. 

The conclusion to which I come is that the minister's right 
to the enjoyment of the manse is one part of the benefice, and 
that he can turn it into money. Accordingly, the case seems to 
me to fall within the rule laid down by Lord Ohancdlor 
Halsbury in Tenrumt y. Bmiih, [1892] A. 0. at p. 154. The 
recent case of Inland Revenue y. Sutherland, 21 Bettie, 753 
(p. 113, ante), is, in n^ (^imon, completely different to the 
present There the ground of judgment was that, on ihe face 
of the title to the manse (whieh was that of a dissenting 
church), the miniater had Bierely a right of residence, the 
prc^r^ being in the tmsteee, and that he had no right to let. 
Hifi .right to the manse, therefore, eould no^ haye been turned 
into money. 

An argument was rested by the drown en sect. 167 of 5 ft 6 
Vict, ow 35. My view is that thai section does no more for the 
present case than rule that if laada fall to be computed a^part 
of income for the purpose of exemption, their yalue is to bo 
taken to be the sum at whioh-they are assessed under Schedule A* 
' I am of opinion that the detennination appealed against is 
wrong. 

LoBD Adam. — The question here is whether the respondent 
Mr. Fry has proyed that the aggregate annual amount of his 
income is lesa than 400/. Now, if he has ^established that, he 
will be entitled to a certain abatement, fie is assessed- under 
Schedule A as proprietor of the manse, as being a yaluable 
subject, and the question inr^this case is whether the sum in 
respect of the manse is to be taken into-censideration in-deter^ 
mining the amount of his income^ with a yiew to whether or 
not he is to be entitled to an abatement The ease of Tennemt 
y. Smith, [1892] A, C. 150, 19 Bettie (H. L.) 1, was that of a 
bank clerk who occupied a free house. - He was bound to 
occupy the house, and could not let it The House of Lords 
came to the conclusion that^ in such a case ae that, the yalue of 
the house was not to be taken into consideration, and they laid 
down the principle that it was only money, or what was money's 
worth, that was to be taken into consideration* in determining 
such a matter as this. In that case it was the bank who 
was assessed under Schedule A, and the bank agent was not 
assessed at all, either under Schedule A or Schedule B. Then 
came the case of Inland Bevenue y. Sutherland, That was the 
case of a Free Church minister, who was assessed as occupier 
under Schedule A, being a step nearer this case than the case o^ 
Tennant. But it appeared on the facts that he was not in fact 
proprietor, that the trustees of the Free Church were the pro- 
prietors of the manse, and they relieyed him of the assessment* 
The turning point in that case was that the minister could not 
let his manse; he was bound by the terms on which he held it 
to use and occupy it personally. These were the conditions on 



which he possessed it In that case, again, it was held tliat it 
was not a case where yalue could be conyerted into money, tad 
therefore that the yalue was not income, and was not to be 
taken into consideration in the question of aseertaining the 
aggregate amount of the gentlenuiu's income. 

This is the case of a parish minister, who, in like maimer, 
occupies a manse, and the question, it appears to me, is wfaeliier 
the right which he has to this manse — to occupy or dispeee o^ 
this manse^s conyertible into money so as to be treated as 
income or money's worth; I think that that is the questi<Ai. I 
think practically that comes back to this, can he let it, or most 
he occupy it, as in the preyious cases ? 

Now, it may not be yery easy to define the exact nature of 
the minister's right to the manse. It is not, of course, that of 
absolute proprietor, but there is nobody else in existence vlio 
can be treated as owner or proprietor of the manse. That is 
hifl position with reference to the manse. With the exception 
of the heritors, who can interfisre as regardK thefshtic c^ the 
manse, there is nobody who can interfere with his use «d 
administration of the manse, or preyent his using-and enjoying 
it as he pleases. Now, in the case of Roddick, to which yonr 
Lordship has alluded, it was substantiaUy heid tiiat the 
heritors had no title to interfere with the administiatkttof 
the manse on the part of the minister, except in so far as their , 
own intereet was eoncera€d,-^tturt iff, that the minister wwnrt' 
entitled to do anything that could injure the ikbric. Their 
obligation extends merely to the fiCbric, and if the abt of lettiBg 
was not such as to impair or injure the fiabrit;; they m Mt 
entitled to interfere with the parish minist^ letthig his uaDie. 
Subject to that condition, that i^ere- shall be no injury lotho 
fabric; I do not see that the heritors haye any title to inteito 
with it Then the only body that may interfere in the matter 
is the presbytery, but it appears to me that this is not a matter 
which they haye anything to do with. The presbytery are not 
propxietorB_of the nmifse. They haye no title -to theTnaner any 
more than to the glebe, and 4t appears to me-that, so longs 
the minister resides in the parish, and giyes no cause^f coo* 
plaint as to the way in which hb performs his ministvi^ 
functions in the jMirlBh; the presbytery hayeno right i(r eay ^ 
him,— ^' You shall not let- the manse, or you ahaHnot dotfe" 
thati or the other thing to the manse.** Therefore, that beiiqr 
the position, as it appears to me, of a minister of the Establiahed- 
Ohurch, I think this case m quite different ftora the caserf 
Inland Revenue y. Sutherland, where the occupant of the manie 
was bound to occupy it personally in the discharge of his dti^y. 
So fSar as I can see, there is no such personal obligation on the- 
part -of a minister of the EstaUished (%urch. Now, as your 
Lordship pointed out, we may take the case of a ^lebe. So ^ 
as I can see, the right of the minister to his glebe and the right 
of the minister to the manse stand in the same position, and 
eyerybody knows that glebes are constantiy let. Of couwe he 
cannot let the manse or the glebe beyond the period of his own 
incumbency, but I think it would be difficult to distingmd* 
between the right of the minister to let his glebe and the ri^* 
of the minister to let his manse. Nobody has any right to 
interfere in the matter. Therefore, I think that the cased 
Inland Revenue y. Sutherland is distinguishable from this, atti 
that the Crown are right in saying that the 90/. for which thii 
parish minister is assessed is yalue, and that that yalue » 
capable of being converted into money, and treated therefore » 
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worth going to swell fhe aggregate amotmt of his 
That being so, it is not necessary to decide any 
q[iM8tion of the oonstruotion of the 167th section, but the argn- 
neDt was maintained to ns, as I understood, that, on the 
eoostraction of the 167th section, in the case of a particular 
iidiTidiial who was claiming a deduction from his alleged 
aggregate income, the mere fact that he was assessed under 
Schedule A or Schedule B made it imperative that the sum so 
SBBessed should be taken as part of his income. I do not think 
that that is the proper interpretation of sect 167. 1 think it is 
dealing with money and income only, and is determining 
nothing whateyer as to what shall be taken to be income. It 
aiys that the annual value of lands, and so on, in the occupa- 
tMMi of any person claiming exemption shall be estimated, for 
the poipose of ascertaining his title to such reduction, under 
Sehednle A, but that is assuming a case where such value is 
ifioome, and is to be taken into consideration. In the case of 
Smtheriand, the Court were of opinion that the annual value in 
iBfmid to tiie tenant in question was not income. 

On the grounds I have stated, I think we should answer the 
question in the affirmative. 

LoBD MliABXir.— The condition of any claim to abatement 
«f ina»ne-tax as defined by statute is that the person claiming 
abatement must be able to shew that his income from all 
BOQices is under 400^. a-year. When the case of Tennant v. 
Smith was considered in this Court, there was a difference of 
OfHUion as to the construction of the clause. I was one of those 
vbo thought that, as no definition was given of the word 
** income,'' we ought to consider that the criterion of exemption 
irtB the ability of the person assessed to contribute to the 
revenue of the country, and that if he had a house provided for 
him ftee of rent, that would be the equivalent of income within 
tiie meaning of the clause. But on appeal that principle of 
interpretation was held to be erroneous, and it was very forcibly 
punted out that in this, as in all questions arising under the 
Berenue Statutes, we mvi^t give to words that are not defined 
their ordinary and customary meaning; and in the view of 
their Lordships nothing was to be considered as income except 
what represented value in money, — that is, either money or 
■meyiing that was equivalent to money, because it could be 
eonverted into money, and the proceeds expended in any way 
thai the taxpayer pleased. Another criterion was indi(»ted 
in the opinions of two of their Lordships, that, in the particular 
esse, the right of occupation of the bank-house was not a right 
lor which the bank-agent could be assessed under any of the 
sdiednles of the Income-Tax Act Now, it is plain enough 
fliat these two elements are not identical There may be cases, 
--as for instance the case of a person who receives an allowance 
from his father,— where the sum is certainly not assessable 
under any clause of the Income-Tax Act, and yet it represents 
ineome which the man is free to expend as he pleases. And, 
eonvenelyy there are such cases as that of a person who has a 
hferant of a house under a trust or settlement, which he is, by 
the tenns of the deed, precluded from letting. There again^ 
his right is not value in money, because he cannot let it, and 
yet he would undoubtedly be subject to assessment under 

Schedule A, and without relief from any other party. 
How, the distinetion betureen the present case and the case of 

5«liber2aii4,— which no doubt in th^ dreumsta^ices have a 



great resemblance,— is that in the case of Sutherland neither of 
the tests indicated in the judgment of the House of Lords when 
applied to the case would make the Free Church clergyman 
liable, because we found that under the terms of the trust 
which defined his right to his manse or residence, he was only 
entitled to have the use of the house for his personal occupation, 
and also that he was not ultimately liable under Schedule A, 
because the conditions of his appointment entitled him to have 
his taxes paid for him by the congregation. Now, in the 
present case, I think that both these criteria apply. A parish 
minister holds by a somewhat peculiar title. He has been 
called an official liferenter, because he has the liferent of an 
official residence which is given to bJTn primarily to enable Viim 
to discharge the duties of the benefice. But I agree with your 
Lordships that, while that is the nature of the right to the 
manse, yet the title of the minister is such that he has power 
to let the manse, if he finds that he can do so consistently with 
the discharge of his duties, and, for example, I cannot doubt 
that, in a town where the manse is considered by the minister 
to be inconvenient or unsuitable, he is well entitled to let it 
and to provide himself with a residence elsewhere at his own 
expense. There being nothing in the tenure, and no law or 
decision of the Courts prohibiting the minister from letting his 
manse, it follows, in my apprehension, that he is entitled to let 
it But, then, I also think that this must be regarded as 
property which is assessable under Schedule A in the hands of 
the minister without relief, and that circumstance, although 
not necessarily decisive, ought to make the possession of, or 
benefit derived &om the manse, income in the sense of this 
exempting clause. No one who derives a benefit from land 
such as renders him liable to assessment under Schedule A can 
say that that is other than income which must be taken into 
account in estimating the total amount of his assessable income. 
I have only to add that I agree with your Lordship's opinion, 
which I think contains the complete argument on the case, and 
what I have added is only for farther illustration. 

LoBD KiNNXAB.— I am of the same opinion. The question is, 
whether the minister's income from all sources is less than 4001, 
a-year, and that depends upon whether his right and interest 
in his manse is income in the sense of the statutes. 

Now, the expression, "total income from all sources," which 
is what we have to construe, is explained by Lord Macnaghten 
in the case of Tennant v. SmitJi, His Lordship says,— "It 
certainly means more than income properly so described— it 
includes more than ' profits and gains * chargeable under the 
last three schedules of charge. It includes the annual value of 
property chargeable under Schedule A, and the annual value of 
the occupation chargeable under Schedule B. The Income- 
tax code (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35, s. 167, and 16 & 17 Vict c. 84, s. 28), 
contains express directions for estimating and calculating these 
values for the purpose of ascertaining the title to abatement 
when relief by way of abatement is claimed." Now, it is not 
disputed that the appellant is liable, without relief against any- 
one else, to pay the duty under Schedule A in respect of his 
manse. If that be correct, then it appears to be already deterw 
mined that his interest in the manse is assessable in the sense 
explained by Lord Macnaghten. The case, therefore, is alto- 
gether different from the case of Tennant v. Smith. The 
questiop therp wfts whether a bfmk-agent, who occupied re^it 
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free premises in the bank as a reddence, was bonnd to take the 
adTantage bo derived into aooount in estimating his total inoome 
from all sources. He was neither proprietor nor ocoupier 
within the meaning of Schedule A or Schedule B. The bank 
alone was chargeable under Schedule A and liable to pay duty. 
The question, therefore, was in effect whether the Crown, after 
receiving the proper duty from the bank itself, was entitled to 
something more in respect of the benefit derived by the bank- 
agent from his residence. The case for the Grown was that 
this advantage was inoome chargeable not [under Schedule A, 
for the duty under that schedule was payable by the bank alone, 
but under Schedule E, or, at all events, under Schedule D. It 
was held by the House of Lords that a mere privilege of resi- 
dence in a house in which the appellant had no property of any 
kind, and which was not convertible into money, did not fall 
imder -either Schedule £ or Schedule D. But then it is not 
maintained in the present case that the minister's right and 
interest in his manse is chargeable by virtue of either of these 
schedules. It is said to be chargeable by virtue of Schedule A, 
and therefore that it ought to be taken into account as income 
properly chained under that schedule. If that be sound then 
the position of the minister does not resemble that of the bank- 
agent, but rather that of the bank itself in the case of Tennant 
V. Sni^h, But then it is said that the right in the manse is a 
ni»^ right of residence by virtue of an office, and therefore 
that it is not to be taken into account. That, 1 think, might 
have raised a question of difficulty and of general importance if 
the grounds of the appellant's claim to be treated as a mere 
resident, with no assessable right or interest, had enabled him 
to carry his argument to its legitimate conclusion, and to say 
that the manse was not assessable in any shape under the 
.Income-Tax Acts. But then it is quite clear that it is the right 
and interest of the minister, and of no one else, that is assessed 
under Schedule A. It is not pretended that there is any right 
of property in any other person except the minister which could 
be so charged. But it seems to me;clear enough that the Crown 
could not possibly have charged the minister, if his right and 
interest were not in its own character assessable, upon the mere 
ground that they could find nobody else to charge^ and accord- 
ingly it was not maintained for the appellant that the assess- 
ment made upon him in reelect of the annual value to him of 
his manse was not correctly made, or that he was not liable to 
pay duty. This would not be conclusive if it could be said that 
altiiough he had been made to i)ay as ocoupier the assessable 
interest was really vested in someone else. But that is not 
said. We are asked to dispose of the case on the hypothesis 
that he has been rightly assessed to income-tax on ^/. as the 
annual value of the manse to him, and that he has no relief 
against that burden. Well, if that be so, it appears.to me that 
that annual value, on the grounds explained, in the opinion of 
Lord Macnaghten, is part of his income from all sources, to be 
taken into account in estimating his claim for abatement. I 
have no doubt that the concession of the minister's liability to 
assessment rests upon the grounds which your Lordships have 
fully explained in expounding the legal character of the minis- 
ter's right to the manse, because it appears to me that the 
question whether his residence is assessable or not necessarily 
depends on the legal character of the right and not upon the 
actual, uses which, in practice, he may or may not generally 
make of it. It may be that, in the oidinary execution of his 



duty, the minister may very seldom find it necessary or proper 
to let his manse. The question is, whether his legal right and 
interest in the manse enable him to let it, if it wereothenrise 
proper and convenient for him to do so. On that point I agnee 
with your Lordships. 

Thb Coubt reversed the determination of the CommissioQeTB, 
and sustained the assessment 



COURT OF SESSION, FIRST DIVISION. 

March 20, 1895. 

Ths Lobd Advooatb, Pursuer (Bespondent). 
Mbs. Elizabsth Bobbbtson, Defender (Bedaimer). 

22 Bettie, 568. 

Revenue — AeeoufU-dtUy — 8ueee$eion-^uiy — PcUeff of auwaaee- 
Premiumt'-Ou$kfm$ and IfOand Beitenue Ati, 1889 (52 Viet. e. 7), 1. 11. 

The Customfl and Inland Bevenne Aet, 1889, sect. 11, enacted thit 
acoonnt-duty should be chargeable upon money reoeivod ^ under a 
policy of assurance effected by any person dying on or after let Jom, 
1889, on his life vhere the policy is wholly kept up by him for <k 
benefit of a donee, whether nominee or assignee, or a part of nidi 
money, in proportion to the prendnms paid by him, where the polioj 
is partially kept up by him for sooh benefit." 

Hdd Qrevening judgment of Lord Wellwood) that the sectioii did 
not apply to policies assigned to a donoe, and thereafter wholly kept 
up by him. 

Revenue -^Aituranee poUey •— /Suceemian-IhUff Aet^ 1853 (16 A 17 
VieL 0. 51), $$. 2 and 17. 

The Buooession-Dttty Act, 1853, s. 2, enacted that every diqpo. 
sition of property, by which any person shall beoome beoefieiBily 
entitled to any property upon the dG|tfa of any person dying after the 
commencement of the Act, shall be deemed to ctrnfer a '^snooeiBioi.'* 
Sect. 17 enacted thatlno policy of insurance on the life of any penoi 
shall create the relation! of predecessor and sucoessor between the 
insurers and assured, or the insurers and the assignee of the ssnued, 
but that any disposition of the moneys payable under such polioj, if 
otherwise such as in itself to create a succession within the meaning 
of the Act, shall be deemed to confer a succession. 

A father who had for many years paid the premiums upon policies 
of assurance on his own life, assigned the policies, seven years befon 
his death, gratuitously, but absolutely, to his daughter, who, from 
the date of the assignation, kept up the policies by herself paying the 
premiums. Upon the father's death the Crown maintained that the 
assignation of the policies disposed of the moneys payable nnda 
them, so as to create a "succession" in the senser of seet 17 of the 
Succession-Duty Act, 1858, and to make the daughter liable for 
succession-duty. 

Eeld that the assignation of the policies did not confer a *^siiooei- 
slon " .upon the assignee, but merely enabled her, if she ohoee, to 
acquire the amount of the assurance if she continued to pay the 
premiums during the life of the assured. 

Oh 2l8t February, 1840, James Fleming, merchant, Oupw, 
effected a policy of assurance on his own life for the sum of 
800Z., and upon 9th April, 1860, he acquired right by asafeni- 
tion to a policy for 250^., which had been efi^ted upon his 
life on 4th December, 1840, bjr Bayid Landale and WflliaiS 
Dnunmond. 
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Thase policies vere kept tip, and the piemiums thereon 
ngnlsrly paid by him until 29th September, 1883, when he 
WBaagned both the policies gratnitonslyi but absolately to his 
daaghter Mrs. Elizabeth Bobertson. After that date, and until 
his death, which took place on 18th Febmary, 1890, the policies 
were kept up by Mrs. Bobertson, who paid all the premiums as 
they fell due. 

On 4th July, 1894, the Lord Advocate, on behalf of the 
Inkiid Bevenue, raised an action against Mrs. Bobertson and 
her husband to have her ordained '* to deliver to the Gommis- 
sioneiB of Inland Bevenue a full and true account, verified by 
oath and duly stamped, of the moneys received by her under " 
the policies, " or of part of such moneys received by the said 
defender as aforesaid in proportion to the premiums paid on 
aooount of said policies by or for the said deceased James 
Fleming'' ; or alternatively to the conclusion for account stamp- 
duty, to have her ordained to pay such sum as might be 
ascertained to be the amount of succession-duty and interest 
payable in respect of the moneys payable under the policies of 
assonince, or part thereof, to which she became beneficially 
entitled on the death of her father. 

The pursuer founded upon the Customs and Inland Bevenue 
Act, 1881 (44 Vict. c. 12), s. 38, the Customs and Inland 
Bevenue Act, 1889 (52 Vict. c. 7), s. 11 (1), and the Succession- 
Daty Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 51), s. 2, and pleaded;— 
(1) The said policies having been gratuitously assigned and 
kept up by the assured for the donee, the moneys recovered in 
virtue of the assignation are liable, in whole or part, to account- 
duty^ and the pursuer is entitled to decree as concluded for, 
with interest and expenses. (2) Alternatively, the said assigna- 
iion having conferred a succession within the meaning of the 
Soccession-Duty Act, 1853, the proceeds of the policies are 
chargeable with succession-duty, and decree, therefore, with 
interest and expenses, ought to be given. 

The defenders pleaded ;— (1) The said James Fleming having 
abo^utely divested himself of the said two policies of assurance 
I during his lifetime, they did not belong to him or form estate 
I of his at the time of his death. (3) The terms of the Act 
I 52 Vict, c 7, s. 11, sub-s. 1, being inapplicable to the circum- 
dances of the present case, the defenders are not liable in 
payment of account stamp- duty and interest, as concluded for. 
(4) The defenders not having taken a " succession " upon the 
death jof the said James Fleming, in terms of the Act 16 & 17 
Vict, c. 61, s. 2, they are not liable in payment of succession- 
duty and inter^, as alternatively concluded for. 

On 12th December, 1894, the Lord Ordinary (Wellwood) 
pronounced this interlocutor: — "Finds that the moneys re- 
odved by the defender Mrs. Bobertson under the policies of 
assurance assigned to her by the late James Fleming are liable 
to account-duty, in the proportion which the premiums paid 
thereon by the said James Fleming bear to the whole premiums 
paid on the said policies : Therefore ordains the defender to put 
in an account, verified by oath and duly stamped, of such 
proportion of the said moneys." 

'the defimder reclaimed, and argued ;— 1. The scheme of the 
Act of 1881 was that account-duty could only be levied, with 
the single exception contained in sect. 38 (2) (c) upon goods in 
ioBii of the deceased at the time of his death. But here the 
deoeaaed had seven years before his death parted absolutely 
with all his interest in the policies in question. 



In order that the Act of 1889 should apply, it was necessary 
that (1) there should be a donation, (2) a donee designated, and 
(3) that thereafter the donor should keep up the policies for the 
donee, wholly or partially. Now, after the donation the donor 
had contributed nothing, and before the donation he had not 
designated his daughter as donee when he made the payments. 
2. No ''succession" in the sense of the 1853 Act was conferred 
on the daughter. The assignations only placed it in her power 
to acquire the amount of the assurances if she continued to pay 
the premiums during the Ufetime of her father. 

Argued for the pursuer; — 1. The object and purpose of the 
Act of 1889 was to bring within the sweep of the Death Duties 
Acts gratuitous gifts which were not in terms covered by the 
Act of 1881, and in which, while the grantor professed to make 
an out-and-out gift, he really reserved the beneficial interest to 
himself. That interest, nec^sarily from the peculiar nature of 
a policy of assurance, did not accrue to the assignee or donee 
until tiie donor's death. The question was to whose] money 
was the payment under the poUcies attributable. True, it was 
the result of payments by the donee after the assignation, but 
the policies had been '' partially kept up for the benefit of the 
donee" in respect of the donor's payments before the assigna- 
tion. The Act did not say that it was only payments by the 
donor after assignation that were to be reckoned. The words 
"for benefit of" meant " resulting to the benefit of," and there- 
fore all payments by the donor, which as their result kept up 
the policy for the benefit of the donee, must be taken into 
account. The first payment of premium by the donor con- 
tributed to the keeping up of the policy just as much as the 
last It followed then that the charge extended to a part of 
the money received under each policy in proportion to the 
premiums paid by the deceased (Norman's Digest of the Death 
Duties, p. 258). 2. The assignation of the policies disposed of 
the " moneys payable " under them so as to create a " succes- 
sion " under the Act of 1853. At all events the succession-duty 
was under the Act chargeable on a part of the sum received 
under such policy in proportion to the premiums paid by the 
deceased (Hanson on the Probate, Legacy, and Succesdoii- 
Duties, p. 294). 

The following judgments were pronounced :— ^ 

LoBD President.— The primary plea of the Crown, on record 
and in debate, is founded on the 11th section of the Oustoms 
and Inland Bevenue Act^ 1889. 

The money sought to be charged was received under policies 
of assurance on the life of James Fleming, who died on 18th 
February, 1890. Three other dates are to be noted* The 
policies in question were effected in 1840. From that year, in 
the case of the one of these policies which was e£fected by 
himself, and from 1860, in the case of the other which, origin- 
ally effected by another person, was acquired by him in that 
year, down to 29th September, 1883, Mr. Fleming kept up the 
policies by payment of the premiums. At that last-mentioned 
date, however, he gratuitously assigned both policies to the 
defender, Mrs. Boberiaon. From that time down to Mr. 
Fleming's death, the policies were kept up, not by Mr. Fleming 
but by the defender, who paid the premiums as they fell due. 

These are the facts, upon which the Grown maintains that 
this is a case in which the policies were partially kept up by 
the deceased for the benefit of a donee, and accordingly^lthat 



Digitized by 



Google 



134 



THE WEEKLY NOTES. 



[Oct. 17, 1896. 



fhe charge extends to a part of the money Teceiyed under each 
policy in proportion to the premiums paid by the deceased. 
The question in dispute is whether the policies were partially 
kept up by the deceased for the benefit of the defender. 

It was conceded in argument by the defender that the section 
is not conihied to the case in which the last premium before the 
death has been paid partly by the deceased and partly by a 
donee ; that the section takes a longer retrospect and regards a 
series of premiums, some of which have been paid by the 
deceased and some by the donee. This view of the section is 
supported, if not compelled, by the use (in the section) of the 
plural " premiums," and at all events it was common to both 
sides of the bar. 

There remains, however, the question whether the policy 
must be held to have been kept up by the late Mr. Fleming 
during the period previous to the assignation for the benefit of 
the defender. In the case of the one policy this ineans a period 
of forty-three years ; in the case of the other a period of twenty- 
three years. Now, there is nothing whatever to shew that, in 
point of fact, the benefit of the defender was in Mr. Fleming's 
thoughts when he paid his premiums during all or any part of 
this period ; and indeed the Crown have not thought it necessary 
to say when the donee came into existenca The argument of 
the Lord Advocate was that it was enough that, in the end, the 
resulting benefit was to the donee. 

I cannot adopt this view. It gives no effect at all to the 
words "for the benefit of the donee," and reads the clause 
exactly as if they were not there. The section as it stands 
presupposes a donation, plainly intended, as by nomination, or 
already effected, as by assignation. There must be a donee 
designated, in order that the keeping up of the policy may be 
held to be for his benefit. This, I think, is the fair reading of 
the section, and the result seems to be highly reasonable. Up 
to the time of the assignation, the policies in question were 
absolutely the property of Mr. Fleming, and the moneys paid 
by him by way of premiums were applied simply towards 
creating or preserving an asset of his estate. If, at the date of 
the assignation, he chose to give that asset away, as he did 
absolutely, inter vivos, I can see no reason, founded in the pro- 
visions of the Act of 1881 and 1889, why any part of that gift 
should be charged with duty. I am, therefore, unable to agree 
with the Lord Ordinary. 

In leaving this branch of the case, it may be noted that the 
defender did not maintain that the section founded on had no 
application to the second of the two policies, by reason that it 
was not effected by Mr. Fleming on his own life but was effected 
by a third party. 

The Crown's claim was alternatively rested on the 2nd and 
17th sections of the Succession-Duty Act, 1863. The argument 
was, and looking to the terms of sect. 17 must be, that the as- 
signation of these policies disposed of the moneys payable under 
them so as to create a succession within the provisions of the 
Act Did the assignation, then, dispose of the moneys payable 
under the policies so as to create a succession ? To take the 
case in hand, the assignation was in 1883 and the death in 
1890. The assignation of itself gave no right to the moneys ; it 
merely enabled the defender, if she chose (as she did), herself 
to go on paying the premiums during the life of the assured, 
and so to acquire the moneys. I do not think, therefore, that the 
plaim of the Crown under the Succession-Duty Act, 1853, can 



be supported. Indeed the manner in whidi that statate 
made to work out, according to the Crown's argnment, 
the unsoundness of that argument. Alive to the rather startiii 
results of their claim to succession-duty on a fund lii^ 
created by the alleged successor, the Crown have aigaed 
succession-duty might be paid on a part instead of on 
whole. Now, the system of making account-duty chuged 
on a part of the sums in the policies in proportion to 
premiums paid by the deceased was first introduced by the i 
of 1889 ; and for the application of this proportional sysbm 
succession-duty under the Act of 1853 1 can discover no win 
whatever in that statute. I am aware that it is suggested 
Mr. Hanson's book, but I think the suggestion is to be legsided 
really a hint for future l^islation, which was acted on in 

I am for recalling the interlocutor of the Lord Ordinuyi 
assoilzieing the defender. 

Lord Adam. — I concur. I confess I have never been abh 
understand in this case how a policy of insurance could be I 
up for the benefit of a donee when no donee was in exists 
To my mind that is a very clear proposition, and I thenl 
cannot agree with the Lord Ordinary. His view seems to 
that from the moment a policy of insurance is taken ont 
person who takes out the policy keeps it up not only for 
own benefit but for some possible donee at some future ti 
although such a donee should never be thought of or cone i 
existence at all. That is an untenable proposition. 1 1 
therefore with your Lordship, and differing in that view 
the Lord Ordinary, that this clause only applies where a pa 
is wholly or partly kept up by the donor after the date of 
assignation. Now, in this particular case, it is the ftct 1 
this policy, since the date of this assignation, has nererl 
kept up by the donor at all ; the whole premiums hafs 
paid by the donee, and therefore the case does not fall 
the section. 

As to the meaning of this latter part of the clause, the <] 
Uon, how the proceeds of the policy are to be divided 
the premiums have been paid partly by the donor and 
by the donee does not arise. If this matter had been 
should rather have thought that it did not apply to the 
where the premiums were paid successively by one and by 
other, but to the case where both together mutually pud 
premium. But that question does not arise here. 

Lord Kinnbab concurred. 



Lord M'Labkn was absent at the hearing. 

The Coubt recalled the interlocutor of the Lord Ordinary, « 
assoilzied the defender from the conclusions of the sumnioii& 
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Bj his tnut-di«po0ition and Bettlement James Dalrymplo direoted 
Ui tnutees to hold one-half of the residue of his eetat^ including the 
propertj of Wester Langlee, for his daughter in liferent and her issne 
in fee, with power to his daughter, in the event of her having no 
sue, to dispose of the estate so held for her by mortit causa deed. 
Failing her doing so the trustees were directed to hold the estate for 
behoof of the truster's grandson, Gordon, in liferent. Miss Dalrymple, 
who did not marry, cxercisetl the power conferred upon her, and by 
her settlement directed her trustees to convey Wester Langlee to 
Mra. Dnrant (a stranger in blood) in liferent, and her son Christopher 
in fee, and to hold the residue of her estate for Mrs. Durrant in life- 
rent and her whole children in fee. 

Gordon having raised an action of reduction of Miss Dalrymple's 
"Wement, it was ultimately agreed that Gordon should consent to 
decree of absolvitor, and that Mrs. Durrant and her children should 
oanTBT to him their rights to Wester Langlee. Decree of absolvitor 
ni thereafter pronounced, and Mrs. Durrant and her children having 
MBgned their rights to Wester Langlee, Mr. Dalrymple's trustees, 
vho had the feudal title, executed a disposition of Wester Langlee 
to Gordon. 

The Crown thereafter raised an action against (Gordon for succes- 
BOiHiuty at the rate of 10 per cent. " in respect of the suooession 
^ Mra. Darrant ... to the liferent of . . . Wester Langlee." The 
defendw tendered duty at the rate of 3 per cent on the ground that 
Xn. Durrant had not taken any right to Wester Langlee under Miss 
I^lxTOiple's settlement, and that his right to the property was acquired 
fiDm Miss Dalrymple's trustees. 

Bdd that Mrs. Durrant had acquired a right of succession under 
Ifia Dalrymple's settlement, that the defender had acquired that 
nght in Yirtue of the assignation in his favour, and that therefore he 
vns liable in succes -ion-duty at the rate of 10 per cent. 

Jams Dalbtmplb, of Langlee, in the county of Roxburgh, 
died in 1877, leaving a trust-disposition and settlement and 
two codicils whereby he directed that the residue of his whole 
meang and estate should bo divided equally between his 
^hter Miss Dalrymple and his grandson Arthur D. Forbes 
Gordon, the property of Wester Langlee to form a part of his 
daughter's share. Miss Dalrymple had a liferent only of her 
*^, the fee being destined to her issue, and in the event of 
ker dying without issue Mr. Dalrymple declared that the estate 
held in trust for her should fall to such person as she might by 
•ny mortis causa deed direct. Failing the daughter exercising 
tius power, the estate was to go to the truster's grandson, 
Mr. Gordon. With reference to the whole lands and the share 
of lesidue falling to his grandson, the truster directed that on 
Ws attaining twenty-five the trustees were to convey the lands 
to him in liferent and to the heir of his body in fee, whom 
filing to the truster's own heirs, and to hold the [residue for 
the liferent use of Mr. Gordon and for the heirs of his body 
in fee. 

The lesidae of Mr. Dalrymple's moveable estate amounted to 
a^t 50,000/. His heritable estate consisted principally of the 
1*0 properties of Wester Langlee and Greenknowe, and a house 
in Edinburgh. 

Hiffl Dalrymple died on 21st Juno, 1888, leaving a trust-dis- 
position and settlement whereby she disponed to trustees her 
vhole estate, including the estate of which she had the power 
of disposing under her father's settlement She directed her 
tinstees (inter aiia) to offer to sell Wester Langlee to Mr. 
Qordott, to convey Wester Langlee if not sold as provided for, 
>od the whole of her other heritable estate, to and in favour of 
Mxa. Durrant, a [stranger in bloody in liferent^ and her son 



Christopher Oockbum Durrant, in fee ; and to hold the whole 
residue and remainder of the trust-estate, including the price 
of Wester Langlee, if sold, and pay the free annual income to 
Mrs. Durrant during her life, and on her death realise and pay 
the proceeds to her children in certain proportions. 

In May, 1889, Mr. Gordon raised an action against Miss 
Dalrymple's trustees and others, for reduction of her settlement 
on the ground that she was not of sound disposing mind at the 
time of its execution, and also that it had been impetrated from 
her through undue influence and fraud when she was in a weak 
and facile state. Defences were lodged, issues were adjusted, 
and the case was set down for trial. Parties, however, came to 
an extrajudicial settlement embodied in a minute of agreement, 
dated .23rd July, 1890, which stipulated (inter alia) that Miss 
Dalrymple's trustees and ^Mrs. Durrant and her family should 
convey to Mr. Grordon all their rights to Wester Langlee ; that 
with regard to the remainder of Miss Dalrymple's estate her 
settlement should receive full force and effect in the same way 
as if it had never been challenged, and that the action should 
be taken out of Court by joint minute withdrawing all imputa- 
tions made by the pursuer on record against Miss Dalrymple 
and against the defenders, and of consent, repelling the reasons 
of reduction, assoilzieing the defenders from the conclusions of 
the action, and finding neither party entitled to expenses. 

On 20th July, 1893, decree of absolvitor was pronounced in 
terms of the joint minute. 

In June, 1891, Miss Dalrymple's trustees, and Mr. and 
Mrs. Durrant and their children, granted an assignation and 
conveyance in favour of Mr. Gordon, by which they made over 
all their right, title, and interest, as from 21st June, 1888, in 
and to the lands of Wester Langlee, under and in yirtue of 
Mr. Dalrymple's trust-disposition and settlement and oodiciLs, 
and the trust-disposition executed by Miss Dalrymple. And 
in October, 1894, Mr. Dalrymple's trustees, who were feudally 
vested in Wester Langlee, executed a disposition in favour of 
Mr. Gordon. 

On 14th February, 1895, the Lord Advocate, on behalf of the 
Board of Inland Bevenue, raised an action against Mr. Gordon, 
concluding for declarator that the defender was bound to make 
payment of 760/. as succession-duty, payable "in respect of the 
succession of Mrs. Durrant ... to tiie liferent of the said lands 
and estate of Wester Langlee on the death of the late Miss 
Dalrymple/' and for decree ordaioing him to make payment of 
that sum by certain instahnents. 

The pursuer averred, — " Mrs. Durrant and her son, who were 
respectively entitled to the liferent and fee of Wester Langlee^ 
were strangers in blood to Miss Dalrymple, under whose trust- 
settlement they took their right. Through their assignation in 
his favour, the defender, Mr. Forbes Gordon, has acquired a full 
right of fee. This right has come to him as their assignee, and 
not as Miss Dalrymple's heir-at-law. Mr. Dalrymple's trustees, 
in granting a disposition in Mr. Forbes Gordon's favour, have 
proceeded on the footing that Miss Dalrymple's settlement was 
effectual. Had her settlement been set aside, Mr. Dalrymple's 
trust-deed would have regulated the destination of the property, 
and accordingly Mr. Forbes Grordon would have had only a 
liferent after he was twenty-five years of age." "Succession- 
duty is now payable at the rate of 10 per cent in respect of 
Mrs. Durrant's succession to the liferent of Wester Langlee, 
and Mr. Forbes Gordon, being fully vested in the property. 
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under the disposition recorded on 24tli Deoember, 1894, is in 
right of Mrs. Durrant." 

The defender stated; — ^"'The present defender acquired his 
rights under said deeds from Miss Dalrymple's trustees, and 
not from Mrs. Durrant, or her children, who never took any 
right under Miss DabTinple's settlement in or to the estate of 
Wester Langlee." " Explained and averred that the defender, 
has rendered the usual accounts to the Inland Beyenue, and 
has all along been ready and has offered to pay succession-duty 
at the rate of 3 per cent., which is all that he is liable for." 

The pursuer pleaded ;— (1) Miss Dalrymple's will not having 
been set aside, succession-duty is due on account of the free 
annual value of the liferent thereby given to Mrs. Durrant. 
(2) The defender, having acquired Mrs. Durrant's liferent of 
the lands of Wester Langlee by the assignation in his favour, 
is liable for the succession-duty i)ayable in respect of her 
succession thereto. 

The defender pleaded ;— (2) In virtue; of the arrangement 
embodied in the said minute of agreement, and carried into 
effect by the deeds above referred to, the defender is only liable 
in succession-duty at the rate of 3 per cent., and such duty, 
with interest, having been duly tendered by him, the present 
action is unnecessary. 

On 23rd May, 1895, the Lord Ordinary (Moncreiff) found and 
declared that the defender was bound to make i)ayment to the 
pursuer of succession-duty at the rate of 10 per cent, in respect 
of the succession of Mrs. Durrant to the liferent of the lands 
and estate of Wester Langlee. 

The defender reclaimed, and argued; — In the compromise 
the action of reduction had been treated as successful quoad 
the Wester Langlee estate. Mrs. Durrant had never enjoyed a 
beneficial interest in it, and had she been sued for duty in 
respect of her liferent she would have had a good defence, on 
the ground that there had been no succession to it in her for 
the purposes of the Succession-Duty Act. The defender had 
really acquired the estate from Miss Dalrymple's trustees, who 
had truly effected the compromise, and he was therefore liable 
only in duty at the rate of 8 per cent. 

Argued for the pursuer;— Mrs. Durrant was a stranger in 
blood to Miss Dalrymple. She had become beneficially entitled 
to the liferent of Wester Langlee under Miss Dalrymple's settle- 
ment, and that interest had been acquired from her by the 
defender in virtue of the assignation in his favour. Being in 
right of the succession, therefore, he was liable for the duty. 
Miss Dalrymple's settlement was unaffected by the reduction. 
The reasons of reduction had been repelled, and the defender 
assoilzied. 

LoBD Pbesident.— Under the settlement of Mr. James 
Dalrymple, Miss Lavina Dalrymple had power to dispose of the 
estate of Wester Langlee by mortis causd deed. If she did not 
exercise, or validly exercise, that power, then certain rights to 
that estate passed on to Arthur Dalrymple Forbes Gordon. 
Miss Didrymple executed a mortis causd deed by which she 
conferred the liferent of this estate of Wester Langlee upon 
Mrs. Durrant, the fee being given to that lady's son. Mr. 
Forbes Gordon has taken from Mrs. Durrant a conveyance in 
his own favour of the liferent of Wester Langlee. He at the 
same time obtained a conveyance of the fee from Mrs. Durrant's 
son or his guardians. Mr. Forbes Gordon is now called upon 



as being in possesdcfn of these lands, td pay the sucoession- 
duty which was due by Mrs. Durrant in consequence of the 
succession which she took from Miss Dalrymple, and he refoseB 
to pay upon the ground that certain proceedings were taken by 
him in the Court of Session for the purpose of setting aside the 
mortis causd disposition of Miss Dalrymple in favour of Mrs. 
Durrant. But then the result of these proceedings in the 
Court of Session was that, by agreement between Mr. Forbes 
Gordon and Mrs. Durrant, niia. Durrant was assoilzied &(HU 
the conclusions of reduction which were the substance of that 
action, and the result of that necessarily was that she was 
judicially found to have had a succession open to her under the 
deed of Miss Dalrymple. Mr. Forbes Gordon now says that 
you are to constnie that agreement in the light of the other 
terms of the bargain, the other terms of the bargain being that 
while there was absolvitor pronounced in favour of Mrs. Durrant 
she became bound to convey to Mr. Forbes Gordon certain, bnt 
not all, of the property covered by Miss Dalrymple's will. 

It seems to me that that statement of the case which I put 
into the mouth of the present defender, — ^and I think it faiiiy 
represents his argimient, — is destructive of his present conten- 
tion, because it amounts to this, that while he came into Gonrt 
to assert his right to take under the will of Mr. James 
Dalrymple on the ground that Miss Dalrymple had not exe- 
cuted a valid deed, he renounced that right in favour of 
Mrs. Durrant by consenting to an absolvitor which n^tiyed 
his contention, and agreed in place of that to become her 
assignee of certain of her rights. That is merely another way 
of saying that Mr. Forbes Gordon has taken from Mrs. Durrant 
what ex hypothesi she only got by succession from Miss Dal- 
rymple. It seems to me, therefore, that, not in form meiely 
but in substance, the transaction between these parties set up, 
—judicially set up,— the succession of Mrs. Durrant to Miss 
Dalrymple in order that she might give to Mr. Forbes Gordon 
what he now eigoys. I am, therefore, for adhering to the Lord 
Ordinary's interlocutor. 

LoBD Adam concurred. 

LoBD M'Labsn.— I agree with your Lordships. I think that 
in cases of succession-duty the form and title under which the 
interest is taken may sometimes be very material to the inci- 
dence of the duty, and that it is so in this case. If, for example, 
a special legatee or heir of provision should decline the bequest 
or provision (which he might do if he thought it an inequitable 
will and had ample means of his own), and if in consequence of 
such declinature the bequest became merged in the residue or 
larger estate, I should not, as at present advised, think that 
the Crown would have a claim for duty from the heir or 
residuary legatee at a higher rate than that which beloi^ed to 
his relationship to the ancestor. If a ^)ecial legatee consents 
to a decree of reduction being passed as regards his interest in 
the succession, I should think it would be very much the sanw 
case as if he voluntarily surrendered his interest But that is 
not what happened here. I suppose the case between Mis. 
Durrant and Mr. Forbes Gordon might have been settled by 
allowing reduction to pass as regards the heritable estate, but 
apparently there were reasons against that course. The parties 
did not wish that any discredit should be thrown upon the 
settlement on the groimds that Jbad been put forward, and so 
the actual contract— which I agree [must be considered as « 
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matter of sabstance as well as of form— is that the deed shall be 
yd to be nnchalleDgeable, but that in consequence of theconsent 
of Mr. Forbes (Gordon to the deed in fayonr of Mrs. Dnrrant, he 
is to recdye by assignation from Mrs. Durrant what he would 
otherwise have taken as heir-at-law; in fact he is to be in a 
better positicm, because he is also to reoeiye in certain eyents an 
isBig&ment of the children's interest I think it must therefore 
be taken that Mrs. Durrant did acquire a right of succession 
vnder the instrument in question, Miss Dalrymple's will, and 
that the present defender has no title to the liferent estate 
except what he deriyes from the assignment by Mrs. Durrant. 
Itis tnie that in point of form it was necessary to take a feudal 
oniTeyanoe from the grandfather's trustees, but the trustees 
had no power to make it except in yirtue of the mandate which 
they got from Mrs. Durrant, and therefore it is in truth and in 
subetance by a conyeyance from Mrs. Durrant that the defender 
deriyes his right. I therefore agree with the Lord Ordinary 
and yonr Lordships that, the duty attaches as claimed. 

LosD EI5KBAE coucurrcd. 

IEbGoubt adhered. 
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0. J. Bkviell (Suryeyor of Taxes), Appellant. 
Tom Scott, Bespondent. 

22 Bettie, 772. 

^eKMe— Property and Ineame-Tax Act, 1842 (5 <fe 6 Vict. c. 85), 
(•^^ficMuZe Bj rule 7 — Separate leases of grazing and, shootings over 
I^'^T^^AssestmenU 

Bdd that the lessee of a farm for grazing under one lease and of 
the ihootmgB oyer the farm under another was liable to be assessed 
wdcr Sohednle B, rule 7, of the Property and Lipome-Tax Act, 1842, 
n respect of occupancy to the extent of the rent for the combined 
ocnipation. 

MidHdon y. Lord Advocate, March 16, 1876, 3 Bettie, 599, foUowed, 

Ton SooTT, farmer, Bhiiiii], Sntherlandshire, appealed to 
the OoQunissioners of Income-tax against an assessment of 
1012/. 178. 6<2. made on him under Schedule B of the Income- 
fe Act, 16 & 17 Vict. c. 84, for the year ending 5th April, 
l^,in respect of the occupation of BhifoU sheep farm and 
shootings. 

TheOomnuflBioners reduced the assessment to 672/. 17«. 6d, 
^ iBspeet that Mr. Scott was only liable to be assessed on his 
^t as grazing tenant, and the Sunreyor of Taxes thereupon 
''B^nuied the Gommissioners to state a case. 

^e &cts as stated in the case were as follows : — ^Mr. Scott 
ns tenant of Bhifail farm on a lease for fourteen years from 
^tsonday, 1889. He was also tenant, under another lease 
applicable to the same period, of the shootings oyer the farm, 
s&d also the fishings on one beat of the riyer Nayer. 

He paid 670/. for the occupancy and grazings of the farm, 
^. for the shootings, with lodgekeeper's house, &c,, 100/. for 
ftefiriungs, and 2/. 17«. 6d, yearly for fire insurance. He was 



in the actual occupation of the farm, and liyed there all the 
year round. 

No assessment! had been claimed before the year 1893-4 in 
respect of the shootings and fishings, and in that year the 
assessment, so far as it included shooting rental, was discharged 
by the Gommissioners. 

The case then stated that Mr. Scott ''contended (and his 
contention was admitted by the suryeyor) that if the shootiiig 
of Bhifail, during the appellant's occupancy of the grazing 
right, had been let by the proprietor to another person, that 
other person would not haye been liable to income-tax under 
Schedule B in respect of the shooting rent, and that no distinc- 
tion can be drawn between his position and that of a shooting 
tenant who pays a separate rent for the shootings. Hence, if it 
were meant to charge income-tax on a shooting right when 
exercised by a person who farms the ground, then it must be 
under some other schedule of the Act, and not under Sche- 
dule B ; but the suryeyor does not seek to assess the appellant 
under any other schedule except Schedule B. 

" This is the first occasion in the county of Sutherland, since 
the passing of the Income-Tax Act, 1842, that the occupancy of 
shootings oyer and aboye and in addition to the beneficial and 
primary occupation of the land as a sheep grazing farm (and 
apart from deer forests) has been made a subject of assessment 
in respect of income-tax under Schedule B. 

"The case of Middleton y. The Lard Advocate, 16th March, 
1876, 8 Bettie, 699, relied on by the suryeyor, applied exclu- 
siyely to deer forests, where the whole ground is used solely for 
the purposes of sport, and does not apply to grouse shootings 
as eyidenced by that decision. 

" It was contended on behalf of the Crown that the Sche- 
dule B assessment of 1042?. 17«. 6rf., being the annual yalue bf 
the farm and shootings thereon in the occupancy of the appel- 
lant (less the sum of 70/. allocated to the shooting lodges), was 
rightly made according to rule 7, Schedule B, sect. 63 of 5 & 6 
Vict. c. 86. 

"In support of his assessment he referred to (1) Young 
y. Douglas, 7 Bettie, 229 ; (2) Middleton y. Lord Advocate, 
8 Bettie, 699 ; and (3) Mernies y. Inland Bevenue, Jan. 18, 1878, 
5 Bettie, 681." 

At adyising, — 

LoBD Pbesidemt.— This is an important case, and requires 
consideration, but the facts lead me to the conclusion that the 
decision of the Commissioners is wrong. 

That Mr. Scott is in occupation of these lands in yirtue of 
his agricultural lease is admitted. That by his possession 
under his shooting lease he is also in the sense of law in occu- 
pation of the lands can hardly be regarded as disputable in 
yiew of the decisions. I may refer to the case of Middleton 
(cited in the case), where the preyious decisions are noted, and 
to Lord Mure's opinion in Faterson y. Johnson, 7 Bettie, 17, 
where they are carefully examined. 

If Mr. Scott, then, be in occupation of the lands under both 
leases, he comes under Schedule B, and the next question is 
what, to use the phraseology of the statute, shall the annual 
yalue of the lands be understood to be ? The 68rd section says' 
that the duties under Schedule B shall be charged, according 
to the general rule in No. 1, Schedule A, on the full amount of 
the annual yalue. This leads us to the 60th section, which 



Digitized by 



Google 



X38 



THE WEEKLY NOTEa 



[Ocrr- 17; 1896. 



glTes the rule referred to, and there we find that the annual 
Talue of lands is understood to be the rent by the yeaf at which 
the same are let at rack-rent if the amount of such rents shall 
haye been fixed by agreement. This rule is to apply to all 
lands and heritages capable of actual occupation of whateyer 
nature and for whatever purposes occupied or enjoyed. 

If Mr. Scott is occupant of the lands under both his leases, 
then the rent he pays under both is rent for the occupation of 
these lands, and the fact that one of his rights of occupancy is 
for one purpose and the other for another is nothing agaLost 
the assessment, and shews merely that the annual value of these 
lands arises from their being suitable for two BKxles of occupa- 
tion which are diverse but compatible. The aggregate of the 
two rents fixed by agreement is, in the sense of the statute, the 
rent at which these lands are lei The fact that there are two 
leases and two rents, and not one rent stipulated in one lease, 
seems to me to make no more than a superficial difference. 

My opinion is that the decision of .the Commissioners should 
be reversed. 

Lord Adak. — ^I concur. I cannot doubt that if the shootings 
and the grazings had been included in one lease instead of two, 
the joint rent would necessarily have been the annual value of 
the lands in a question with Mr. Scott, and I confess that I 
cannot see that it makes any difference that the parties should 
have fallen on the device, as I may call it, — I do not use the 
word in any bad sense,— of endeavouring to avoid part of the 
assessment by dividing the occupation into twoileases. I agree 
with your Lordship that that makes no difference. I think 
that under the authority of the case of Middleton and the other 
case quoted, Mr. Scott is in the occuimtion of the lands for the 
purpose of shooting just as much as he is |in the occupation of 
the lands for the purpose of grazing, and therefore I think the 
conclusion is clear that the CSonmiissioners' judgment is wrong, 
and must be reversed. I may notice— I do not know how far 
it may have influenced the judgment of the Commissioners — 
that there is said to have been an admission made by the sur- 
veyor, " that if the shooting of Ehifail during the appellant's 
occupancy of the grazing right had been let by the proprietor 
to another person, that other person would not have been liable 
to income-tax under Schedule B." I make no observation upon 
whether that was right or wrong, but I wish to point out that 
that is not an admission of fact, but an admission of law, which 
the Commissioners were of course not entitled to take from the 
surveyor. On the whole matter I concur with your Lordship. 

LoBD M'Labsn. — ^I concur with your Lordship, and upon 
the same grounds. I think that this case is ruled by the case 
of Middleton v. Lord Advocate, and^that no legal distinction can 
be taken between a right to occupy land for all purposes where 
the object which the tenant has in view is deer shooting, as in 
M%ddleton*8 case, and where it is shooting of a different descrip- 
tion. I apprehend that an occupation of land for the combined 
purposes of agricultural or pastoral pursuits and shooting con- 
stitutes the whole occupation of the subject, and is properly 
assessed at the full rent under Schedule B. 

Lord Einkkab.— I am of the same opinion, for the same 
reasons. 

Thb Ooubt reversed the determination of the Commissioners. 
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Philip Mubgbavb (Surveyor of Taxes), Appellant 
Dttndkb Botal Lunatic Astlttm, Bespondeni 

22 Bettie, 784. 

Rtivtnue—InhahUed house dtUjf — Lunatic asylum — Sd/-tuppoding 
ifutitutionSxempti<m-^S Geo, IIL c. 55, oate 4. 

Case 4 of 48 Geo. III. o. 55, exempts fzom payment of inhabited 
hoiue duty ** any hospital, charity school, or honae provided fur the 
reception or relief of poor perBonB." 

A lunatic asylnm, originally founded by charitable BabscriptiaD, 
and which was governed gratnitouBly, claimed exemption from pftj- 
ment of inhabited home dnty under the above rale. The asylam ¥m 
poBBOMed of two mortifloationB, ont of which was paid in part the 
maintenance of two indigent Innatios. The remaining inmates wen 
private .patients who paid for their own maintenance, and pauper 
lonatios,' in; respect of whom payment was made by the District 
Lnnaoy Board of a snm estimated to cover the cost of their mainte- 
nance and clothing. The aoooonts of the asylum shewed that for sGSDfi 
years it had maintained itself, and that a profit had been made oat of 
the board paid by both classes of inmates. HM that, as an instito- 
tion, which ¥ras not to any substantial extent maintained by charity, 
or oat of charitable endowments, the asylam was not entitled to the 
benefit of the; exempting rale. 



At a meeting of the Commissioners of Inoome-tax held on 
6th April, 1894, the managers of the Dundee Eoyal Lunatic 
Asylum appealed against an assessment for inhabited hooBe 
duty on 1300Z., as the full annual value of the asylum, on the 
ground that it was a charity, and therefore exempt under the 
provisions of 48 Geo. III. c. 55, Exemption Case 4.* 

The Commissioners sustained the appeal, and the Surveyor of 
Taxes obtained a case. 

The case stated;— 2. Until the present question arose 'Hbe 
assessment for house duty has been restricted to the portion of 
the asylum buildings estimated to have been used by private 
patients, amounting to 217/." 

8. The asylum was originally founded in conjunction with an 
infirmary by charitable donations and subscriptions, and a 
royal charter was obtained in 1819, by which it was declared 
that the Corporation was to consist of two separate estaUish- 
ments, with distinct estates and funds, the one to be called 
The Dundee Infirmary Establishment, the other. The Dundee 
Lunatic Asylum Establishment The object of the infiimaiy 
was stated in the charter to be for the relief of indigent side 
and hurt persons, and the object of the lunatic ai^lom was to 
extend this relief to lunatics. 

4 and 6. Thereafter an asylum was built on ground acquired, 
but it having become unsuitable for the purpose in 1875, the 
directors obtaioed a new charter, under which they were in- 
corporated under the name of the Dundee Royal Lunatic 
Asylum, and were empowered to bmld a new asylum outside 
Dimdee, and to feu or sell the ground on which the old a^lnm 
was built 

* 48 Qeo. III. 0. 55, Exemption Case 4, exempts "any hospital 
charity school, or hoose prorided for the reoeption or relief of poor 
persons." 
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6. The present asylum was accordingly bnilt on ground 
Kjqniied by tiie directors, and was first 02cupied in 1882. At 
the date of this case about two-thirds of the old asylum grounds 
liad been feued. 

7. The feu-dnties are being sold from time to time, and the 
proceeds applied in reducing the debt of the asylum. 

8. In 1890 the asylum was in debt to the extent of 
64^. 18s. 6d., but in 1893 the debt was' reduced to 
38^1/. 9s. 2d. by the sale of feu-duties of the old asylum 
gtmmds, a donation of 1000?., and by payments from a sum of 
3000?. annually charged against revenue in name of rent. 

9. The case further stated that according to the printed 
•ocoimts of the asylum for the year 1890-91 the income from 
board of patients was 11,651?. 2s. id., and from rents, feu-duties, 
and Bales 149?. 7s. 7rf.— in all, 11,700?. 9«. lid.; and that the 
expenditure was 11,698?. 2^. 7d., leaving a balance of profit of 

m.7i.4d. 

10. For the year 1891-92 the income was, firom patients, 
lyes?. lif. W., from rents and sales, 117?. 7s. dd.—io. all, 
1^283?. 2s. Sd.; and the expenditure was 12,885?. 15s. id., 
tesYing a deficiency of 102?. IBs. Ic?. 

11. For the year 1892-93 the income was, from patients, 
12*1?, Bs. lid., from feu-duties and sales, 326?. 18s. lOd.— in 
aU, 12,528^. 7s. 9d. ; and the expenditure 12,126?. 9s. 6d., leaving 

l8Uiplll8 0f401?. 18s. M 

These balances were brought out after including in the 
expenditure of each year a charge in name of rent of 2000?. This 
rom was applied first in payment of the year's interest to the 
tank on the building account, and next in reduction of the 
debt In 1890-91 this sum was less than the interest due by 
^ 14«. 2d. In 1891-92 the payment of interest was 
1848?. 10s. Id., and the balance of 151?. 9s. lid. was applied in 
reduction of debt. In 1892-93 the payment of interest was 
li47?. 19s. 5d., and the balance of 562/. Os. 7d. was applied in 
reduction of debt. 

It was stated that in none of the accounts was anything 
■Bowed for depreciation of buildings, &c. " It is averred by 
the agyliun 1000?. a year should be allowed for depreciation." 

12 and 13. The number of patients at the date of the case 
^88 355, in the proportion of 289 paupers and 66 private or 
l*7iBg patients, the pauper patients being boarded, under 
Mwngoment, in terms of sect. 59 of the Lunacy Act, 1857, with 
the District Lunacy Board, "for the sum of 80?. lis. per 
*nniun, which is estimated to meet the expense of their 
'^tenance and dothing." 

li The asylum had two mortifications, each for the main- 
^^i^ocB of an indigent lunatic. The capital of these amounted 
*08eaer to 841?. 19s. Sd., and in respect of these mortifications 
two lunatics were maintained in the asylum at less than the 
jctaal cost of maintenance. " Other patients, who, having seen 
7**tt days, and are yet not paupers, being esteemed deserving 
w the cluuitable operations of the asylum, are maintained at 
|e8Bthan their cost The number of these patients at present 
M sixteen.* 

16. During its whole existence the charitable donations and 

"^"f^Ptions received by the asylum amounted to 23,000?. The 

*ytum was governed gratuitously, and no person had any 

^toalinterest in the property. Atthedate of the case the 

;«** amounted to 25,000?. 

The case farther stated;—" 16. It was contended on behalf 



of the asylum:— (1) That it is a charity, and exempt undc: 

18 Oeo. III. c. 55, case i, being a hospital or house provided for 
the reception or relief of poor persons ; (2) that the proportion 
of pauper patients to private patients in the asylum being as 
289 is to 66, the asylum is really for the reception and relief of 
poor persons ; and (3) that the asylum is not a self-supporting 
institution notwithstanding the accounts shew apparent profits 
in some years, and is exempt in accordance with the decision of 
the Judges in the case of Blake v. Mayor, &c. of London, 

19 Q. B. D. 79, and Oawse v. The Gommittee of the Lunatic 
ffospital, Nottingham, [1891] 1 Q. B. 585. 

" 17. The Surveyor of Taxes, Mr. Philip Musgrave, contended 
(1) that the asylum is self-supporting, and thus falls under the 
ruling in the case of Needham v. Bowers, 1888, 21 L. B. 
Q. B. D., 486. There have been profits during the last three 
years according to the annual accounts (and allowing deduc- 
tions conform to the Income-Tax Acts, including repairs and 
renewals of plant and furniture, and repairs and upkeep of 
asylum buildings) out of payments by both classes of patients, 
as follows :-1891, 1591?.; 1892, 1520?.; 1893, 1703?.; and the 
profits have been expended in gradually reducing the debt on 
the asylxmi [in this estimate of profits the Surveyor disallowed 
the annual charge of 2000?. above mentioned and expenditure 
in improvements] ; and (2) that the asylum has no endowment; 
the feu-duties which remain unsold represent the old site, and 
being a temporary conversion of capital the proceeds of which 
wiU be applicable to clearing off the debt on the new buildings, 
not the creation of an endowment to yield an annual revenue. 
The mortifications are not separately invested. 

" After hearing parties, the Commissioners find that profits 
were made in terms of the Income-Tax Acts, per accounts 
appended.to this amended case, as follows : — 1891, 1591?. ; 1892, 
1520?.; 1893, 1703?., without giving effect to the deduction 
claimed on account of the annual charge of 2000?., but con^ 
sidering the nature of the institution, and being of opinion 
that the site of the old asylum buildings, which is of the value 
of about 36,000?., is (along with the new asylum property) 
subject to the debt of about 25,000?., mentioned in head 15, to 
be regarded as an endowment, decided that the asylum came 
under the exemption in case 4 of ,48 Geo. III. c. 55, and 
discharged the assessment. 

" The question for the opinion of the Court is,— Whether the 
Dundee Boyal Lunatic Asylum is a hospital or house provided 
for the reception or relief of poor persons within the meaning of 
the exemption stated under 48 Geo. III. c. 55, case 4 ? "* 

At advising, — 

Lord M'Labsn.— This is a case under the Taxes Manage^ 
ment Act, and it was adjourned for consideration not so much 
because of the difficulty of the question as because it was 
explained to us that it is a representative case — ^that this is one 
of a large number of institutions which may be described as 
appropriated to public objects and as not self-supporting— and 
the question is whether such institutions are entitled to exemp- 
tion from Inhabited House Duty under the clause of the statute 
regulating the incidence of that tax. 

* Additional atUhorily died by AppeilafU. — Charterhouse School 
V. Lamargue, 1890, 25 Q. B. D. 121. 

By Bespondentt. — Chdlmen^ Hospital v. Magistrates of Edifimrgh, 
March 8, 1881, 8 Bettie, 577; Surveyor of Taxes v. Fas$on, May 19, 
1888, 10 Bettie, 870. 



Digitized by 



Google 



140 



THE WEEKLY NOTES. 



[Ooi. 17, 1898. 



The woidfl of the exemption are "any hospital, charity 
school, or house provided for the reception or relief of poor 
persons." Now, it appears firom the words which I have quoted, 
and it is in accordance with the construction which has been 
put upon the exemption in English decisions, that the motive 
of the exemption is charity, and the claim is founded on the 
supposition that an asylum which entertains both private 
patients whose board is paid for out of their own funds or con- 
tributed by relatives, and also pauper patients, is in the position 
of a charity, at all events so far as relates to the wing of the 
house which is occupied by the pauper patients. 

I do not think that it is necessary to exemption under this 
Act that the inhabited house should be exclusively appropriated 
to charity and to the relief of poor persons as it is described, but 
it would certainly appear that it must be an institution in whole 
or in part substantially appropriated to charitable purposes. 

The first point brought out in the case in article 3 is that the 
asylum was originally founded in coiyunction with an infirmary 
by charitable donations and subscriptions, and a royal charter 
was obtained the terms of. which are set forth at considerable 
length in articles 4 and 5. The fact that the institution was 
founded by voluntary contributions and not for profit is of 
course an element, but only one element, in the question, 
because there are other societies, such as literary societies and 
political clubs, which are occasionally built either wholly or in 
part out of money subscribed, and which clearly would not fall 
under the exemption that we are considering. But it is a cir- 
cumstance which, taken along with others, might lead to the 
conclusion that this was a charity. 

But now I come to the critical part of the case, because the 
exemption is claimed mainly upon the ground that no profit is 
made by this establishment 

In the 9th, 10th, and 11th articles we have a specification of 
the income and expenditure of the asylum for a series of years. 
These statements shew only a very small balance of income 
over expenditure, and it is explained that that balance, like the 
proceeds of the feu-duty, is applied from time to time in the 
reduction of the debt upon the asylum buildings. Then in 
article 12 the income is classified, and we have for the same 
period of three years a statement (k the amount of board paid 
by private and pauper patients respectively, and this important 
statement is added^" The pauper patients are boarded for the 
sum of dOl, lis. per annum, which is estimated to meet the 
cost of their maintenance and clothing." I think that state- 
ment makes it impossible to maintain that the board of the 
private patients is made a source of profit out of which pauper 
patients are maintained. The pauper patients, according to the 
facts stated in the case, are completely maintained by means of 
the 6um paid for their board by the District Lunacy Board. 
The authority under which the District Lunacy Board contracts 
with the asylum is set forth in the 13th article. 

That is governed by the 59th section of the Lunacy (Scotland) 
Act, 1857, which provides that if in a lunacy district there is 
an established asylum having sufScient accommodation for the 
reception of the pauper lunatics of the district, then the Dis- 
trict Lunacy Board, before proceeding to assess for or to erect a 
district asylum, are to contract with the proprietors or parties 
interested in the existing asylum, and if they are unable to 
agree upon terms, provision is made for arbitration by the 
General Board of Lunacy ; and the case states that the pauper 



lunatics of this district are boarded under ah agre^ent iii 
terms of the foregoing enactment. Of course the district boards 
iiave no control of the asylum or its expenditure, but that does 
lot seem to be material to the question. 

There is one other element of charity — ^a very small one, but 
it is quite properly set forth in the case— that there aie two 
mortifications under each of which one indigent lunatic is 
gratuitously maintained. And then the different groirnds are 
summed up in the 15th article, and the 16th contains a state- 
Iment of the argument and a reference to authorities. 
j Now, I think it is impossible to maintain that the circom- 
jstance that two lunatics are gratuitously maintained in this 
jlarge establishment is sufficient to impress upon the building 
jas a whole, and the administration as a whole, the character of 
!a charitable institution ; and so the argument maintained to ns 
was that because this institution maintains pauper patients, it 
lis in terms of the exemption a hospital or house provided for 
•the reception or relief of poor persons. 

1 think that on a fair construction the meaning of the exemp- 
tion is, that out of the funds of the hospital poor persons an 
entertained^ either because it was expressly founded for the 
benefit of the poor, or because it ia used for the purpose of the 
gratuitous or charitable entertainment of poor persons ^equi^ 
ing medical relief. But this case, I apprehend, cannot fairly 
be brought within the exemption, because the poor persons who 
are boarded in the asylum are not in imy way maintained out 
of the funds of the asylum, but are maintained under omtzact 
by the District Board of Lunacy, and if they were not so main- 
tained the inhabitants of the district would be assessed for 
their maintenance in a building provided by public taxation for 
the purpose. It is only in virtue of the statute referred to that 
use is made of the existing asylum as an establishment which 
is put under obligation to contract for the reception of panper 
patients. The view which I present to your Lordships is, that 
the maintenance of these pauper lunatics being under contract 
with the District Board, and being paid for by money raised by 
public taxation, such maintenance in the asylum cannot becoo- 
sidered as charity, and accordingly that the case does not M 
under the statutory: exemption. If your Lordships agree witii 
me, then the determination of the Conmodssioners must be 
reversed, because they have held that the asylum is entitled to 
exemption in^terms of 48 Geo. III. c. 55, case 4. 

LoBO Adam.— (After stating the facts, and that the net 
profits, ascertained in terms of the Income-Taz Acts, amounted 
in 1891, 1892, and 1893 to 1591/., 1520/., and ITOd/.^ueh 
would appear to be the material facts as regards this instita- 
tion with reference to which we are asked to decide whetlier it 
is a hospital or house provided for the reception or relief of 
poor persons within the meaning of the exemption stated under 
48 Geo. III. c. 55, case 4, and so not liable for inhabited-hon» 
duty. 

With reference to the question whether it is a house prorided 
for the reception or relief of poor persons, there are in fact 289 
pauper patients maintained in the asylum. But these do not 
appear to me to be "poor persons" in the sense of the Act. 
The whole cost of their maintenance and clothing is paid to the 
asylum by the District Lunacy Board, which is bound to niain- 
tain them, and 1 see no clement of charity in the transaetion. 

The case therefore appears to mc to turn upon the question 
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inther the asylum is or k not a kospltal in the sense of 
laAct? 

We were referred to the cases of Needham, 21 Q. B. J). 436, 
|1 Cawse, [1891] 1 Q. B. 585, as throwing light on the con- 
pnctiaa of the word " hospital " as used in the Act In the 
tit of these cases it was held that an institution wholly self- 
lliporting, although originally built by charitable contributions 
id carried on gratuitously, was not exempt as a " hospital " in 
IBGeose of the Act, which must, it was decided, be restricted 
I hospitals maintained wholly or in part by charity, and in 
l^sabfieqaent case of Gawse, Mr. Justice Oharles, who deliyered 
» opinion of the Court in the case of Needham, further said 
^ the word " hospital " did not include the case of a hospital 
|lh no charitable endowment, but did include a hospital with 
pabstantial charitable endowment. 

^0 doabt his Lordship used the word " substantial " in that 
^ because he was dealing with a case in which the endow- 
int was substantial. But I do not think that any endowment, 
Inrerer small, relatiyely to the other funds, applied to the 
■mtonance of an institution would necessarily bring it under 
^exemption in the statute. It may no doubt be difficult to 
jhrmine, in any particular case, what amount or proportion 

Eibe sufficiently substantial to produce that result ; but I 
with Mr. Justice Charles' opinion — with this modification 
lition— that I do not think it necessary that there should 
|an endowment in the technical sense of the word, but that it 
|D be sufficient to bring an institution within the exemption 
f the Act if it be maintained in whole or in part by voluntary 
IlitribntioDB. 

^ere is another i)oint on which the case of Needham is an 
pbority in this case. In that case, as in this, the asylum was 
Ikinally founded by charitable donations and subscriptions. 
bwBsnrged on us,'' says Mr. Justice Charles, ''that as the 
^tal buildings and premises were originally purchased out 
t&OD^ subscribed by beneyolent persons, there is a charitable 
)BDent in this sense that the hospital has no rent to pay. But 
I do not think the fact that in its origin the institution was 
■iided by Toluntary charitable donations is sufficient to con- 
Iftnte it an institution partly maintained by charity." As I 
ive said, the Dundee Boyal Lunatic Asylum is not being, and 
IB not been during the years^set out in the case, to any extent 
Hintained by charitable donations or subscriptions. 
|The question then is, whether this! asylum has any endow- 
pA applicable and applied to its maintenance. The Com- 
fnoners think that it ha& They say that they are of opinion 
^ the site of the old asylum buildings, which is of the value 
[ about 36,0007., and which is (along twith the new asylum 
^perty) subject to the debt of about 25,000/., is to be regarded 
i«i endowment. Now, it appears from the case that no part 
! the inoame from the old site of the asylum has ever been 
Ifilied to the maintenance of the hospital. It has been applied 
'Vaids payment of the principal and interest of the debt for 
hich it is liable. 

It may be that in the future there may be a fund from this 
Kuce applicable and applied to the maintenance of the asylum, 
Kt the asylum has been in the past, and is being wholly main- 
bed, except to the extent I shall presently mention, from the 
tipina profits derived from the inmates, I cannot, therefore, 
Ipite with the Commissioners that this is an endowment which 
^ the hospital under the exemption in the Act 



I It appears ^m the case that the asylmn has two mortifioa- 
ikons each for the maintenance of an indigent Uunatib, and- 
{^ounting together to 8417. 199. Sd., and that in respect of these 
Ifications two indigent lunatics are maintained at less than 

eir cost in the asylum. 

It appears that there is no separate investment to represent 
ihis sum, as no doubt there ought^ to have been, but I do not 
think that fact material. 

I do not think, however, that the fad; of the existence of this 
small mortification or endowment^ having regard to i^e small 
proportion it bears to the other funds applied to the mainte- 
nance of the asylum, is sufficient to bring the asylum under 
the exemption of the Act. I think it does not alter or modify 
the character of the asylum as being truly a self-supporting 
institution. I therefore think that the determination of the 
Commissioners is wrong. 

; LoBD EiNNEAB.— I am of the same opinion. I think it is 
settled by previous decisions, (Ist) that the right to exismption 

toes not depend upon the charitable origin of the institution, 
ut upon its actual condition and character when it is alleged 
that liability to taxation has arisen; and (2nd) that a hospital 
which is entirely or mainly self-supporting is not within the 
class entitled to exemption. Upon the question of fact which 
arises under this second branch, I agree with Lord Adam and 
Lord M'Laren that the hospital in question is self-supporting, 
and therefore not entitled to the exemption. 

LoBD FaBsn>ENT.~I concur. 

Thb Coubt reversed the decision of the Commissioners, and 
sustained the assessment. 
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Majesty), Informant 

Thb Bight Hok. T. E., Babon Batrdokkbll ahd Othbbs, 

Defendants. 

82 L. Bep, It. 574-697. 

Sueoesiion dutjf—lQ & Yl Vict. o. 51, m. 2, 17; 44 Vict, c. 12, s. 38; 
52 Viet, c 7, «. \\—FredeceHw-^Conlraot for money or money's worth 
— Penonal property — Trust in favour of volunteer. 

By 8ettlement,~made od the marriage of A and B., a sum of 50002., 
the fortune of A (the wife) was aaa^ned to triuteea, upon trust to 
pay the interest thereof to her daring the joint Urea of herself and B., 
and upon trust, after the decease of the surviyor, and in the events 
which happened, to apply same in payment and discharge (so far as 
same would extend) of incumbrances affecting lands brought into 
settlement by B. and his father C, and oyer which a jointuring 
power was reserved to them in favour of A, which they exercised to 
its full extent; and by the said settlement A. was given a life 
interest, after B/s death, in a sum of 40001., brought into settlement 
by 0. In the event (which happened) of there being no issue of the 
marriagei D., who was a grandson of 0., but a stranger in blood to A , 
became tenant in tail of the settled lands; and barred the entail and 
resettled them. 
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T^ortb, because, although the miuniage vtbb one consideration, 
the nuMiey proYision was the other, and there was thus an 
exemption from charge nnder the 17th section of the statute. 
Now, it does not appear to me that that is the true Tiew of a 
contract of this kind at all. I think that every one of tiie mar- 
riage proyisions which we find here has an appropriate con- 
sideration under the contract, bht one consideration only, and 
I think the consideration of each one of them is the marriage, 
and nothing else. It appears to me that when the Marquis of 
Salisbury promises to pay 10,0007. as the marriage portion of 
his daughter he does that, not because of, or in consideration 
of, the provisions made on the other side, but because his 
daughter is going to be married, and for no other reason. And 
on the other heaadi when Mr. Balfour ikiakes his provision of an 
annuity for his intended daughter-in-law, he does that because 
she is to become his daughter-in-law, and for no other reason." 
Further down he says : — " The thing that is at the botton of it, 
and the sole motive of the whole <^ ihe parties, is the marriage 
Which is about to be celebrated. And therefore I am of opinion 
that under this, as under most marriage contracts, the sole 
consideration of each provision is the marriage." 

Being of opinicm that BUoh a doctrine as this is not appli- 
cable to the law of Ireland, I proceed to decide the present case 
upon the assumpticm that the consideration for the creation of 
the trusts in question was that which appears upon the face of 
the deed, viz. partly the intended marriage; and partly the 
joint appointment by John M'Olintock the elder and his son of 
the jointure for the wife, and viewing it in that light (which 
unquestionably is that which is most favourable to the defen- 
dant), I am of opinion that the 17th section does not apply, 
because upon its true construction it must be limited to cases 
in which the sole consideration is "money or money's worth," 
and that therefore where marriage constitutes ^n^ of the con- 
sideration, the case is excluded from the 17th section^ That 
section, after referring to policies of insurance on lives, proceieds 
to enact :— " And no bond or contract made by any person bond 
fide for valuable consideration in money or money's worth for 
the payment of money or m<mey's worth after the death of any 
other person shall create the relation of predecessor and suc- 
oessor between the person making such bond or coniaract and 
the person to or with whom the same shall be made." That 
is, the Act, having by its prior provisions declared that aU 
" successions," whether derived through contracts for valuable 
consideration or not, shall be subject to duty, this section 
makes an exception in favour of succeseions derived through 
contracts in which the consideration on each side is the giving 
or agreeing to give " money or money's worth," or, in other 
words, where the valuable consideration is not marriage. There 
is thus an intention to exclude the consideration of marriage; 
and this, in my opinion, necessarily excludes cases in which 
marriage is part only, as well as those in which it is the entire^ 
consideration. This is the view of Lord Sliand in the earlier 
part of- his judgment in The Lord Advocate v. Sidgunck, 
4 Bettie's Sc. Sess. Gas. (4th series), 815; Scottish Law 
Reporter, 1877, p. 522; but it does not appear to have been 
made one of his rationes decidendi. 1 t(hink it is sustained by 
Floyer v. Bankes, 3 De G, J. <& S. 806; 9 Jur. (N. S.) 1255; 
12 W. B. 28, and BaiMay's Trusts, 80 Beav. 75. In the former 
Lord Westbury says:— "The word 'succession' was adopted 
cf ctf the purpose of denoting any property passing upon death 



from one peraon to another by virtue of any gift or deaoent, or 
of any contract not being a bond fide contract of purchase. • . . 
It was not intended to exempt property arising upon death 
under contracts for valuable consideration generally. Marriage 
is by the law of England a valuable consideration for a contract, 
and that of the highest kind; but property arising under a 
contract in consideration of marriage is not excepted, even in 
favour of persons coming directly within that consideration. 
A contract to be excepted must be bond fide made in considera- 
tion of money or money's worth — ^words which appear to have 
been selected for tho purpose of excluding the consideration of 
marriage." In Ramsay's Settlement, 80 Beav. 76, to which I 
have already referred, part, of the consideration was money's 
worth, the husband having, as I remarked when stating the 
fSftcts of that case, taken a life estate in reversion in the property 
of the wife, and yet succession duty was held to be payable. 

I have mentioned these matters so much at length, although 
the point was one that was not contested, as I feared that if we 
treated it as settled by The Lord Aduocate v. Sidgivick, 4 Bettie's 
Sc. Sess. Cas. (4th series), 815; Scottish Law Beporter, 1877, 
p. 522, our judgment hereafter might be relied upon as a 
decision that the reasons expressed by the Lord President were 
applicable to the law of this countiy. What I have already 
said shows that I entirely concur in the actual decision in that 
case. 

Upon the whole, then, I am of opinion that the succession 
duty shoTild be calculated at the rate of 10 per cent. 

The second question is, whether the trust to apply the 50002. 
in discharge of the incumbrances upon the settled estate was 
one within the 44 Vict c. 12, s. 88, as explained by the 52 Vict. 
c. 7, s. 11, so that the property which passed thereunder ought 
to be included in the account directed by the first-menticuied 
Act, and thus made liable to the duty thereby imposed. 

These two sections, so far as they are material to the present 
case, in substance direct that there shall be included in the 
account "personal property passing under any past or future 
trust in favour of a volunteer, made by any person dying on or 
after the 1st June, 1881, by deed . . . whereby an interest in 
such property for life is reserved to the settlor.'* 

It was expressly admitted, and, having regard to the cases 
already decided upon these enactments, could not have been con- 
troverted, that if, as I have aheady held, Lady Bathdonnell was 
the settlor, the defendant was " a volunteer," within the mean- 
ing of sect 11 of the Act of 1889, and that the present case was 
within the section, unless its application was n^atived eitheer 
by reason (a) of the benefit taken by the defendant under the 
trust constituting real estate, and not personalty ; or (fc) of the 
trust not being one in favour of Lord Bathdonnell personaljy. 
In support of these views it was urged that Lord Bathdonn^I 
took, under the joint operation of the deeds of the 30th May and 
6th August, 1829, nothing but land; that the trust was a gift, 
not to any individual, but for a particular purpose; and that 
its sole effect being to extinguish a charge on land, although it 
conferred a succession, it did so under sect. 5 of 16 & 17 Vict. 
0. 51, and not being as a disposition of property to any person. 

My opinion is against both of these contentions. I think 
that the trust was one of personalty, and was " in favour of ** 
Lord Bathdonnell, within the meaning of 44 Yict. c. 12, & 38^ 
as explained by 52 Yict. e. 7, s. 11. Although the same caa-> 
cl]ision would probably be aqpiv^ at withoiit ponsiderin^ the 
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upon the other hand, the defendant contends that, upon the 
troe construction of the settlement John M'Clintock the elder 
mnst be taken to have purchased such of the trusts of the 5000/* 
M were declared to take effect in the event of there being no 
children of the marriage, that these trusts were derived from 
him as purchaser theredf from Anne Lefroy, and that therefore 
he, and not Anne Lefroy, was the settlor. 

There was much argument by the counsel on each side upon 
the words of the settlement ; counsel for the Crown insisting 
that the trusts, in default of children, were voluntary ; and 
much reliance was placed on MarMe v. Herhertson, 9 App. Cas. 
303, and De Mestre v. West, [1891] A. C. 264, the principle of 
which, it was insisted, applied to the settlement of the 
6th Angnst, 1829, notwithstanding John M'CIintock the elder 
haying been a party thereto as one of the two joint donees of 
the power to jointure created by the deed of the 80th May, 
1829, and thereby joined in executing such power. 

Were it necessary to decide whether trusts of lands under a 
omilar settlement were for value, or voluntary so as to be 
ftwdnlent within the Statute 10 Car. 1, sess. 2, c. 3 (Ir.), I 
should probably hold that as the lady's jointure could not have 
heen provided, unless John M'Gintock the elder joined his son 
in its appointment, the concurrence of the former, in the settle- 
ment, was sufficient to constitute, and must be deemed to have 
constituted, a consideration for those trusts, and that Machie v. 
Herhertton, 9 App. Cas. 303, and De Mestre v. West [1891] A. 0. 
261, and the criticisms upon Olarke v. WHght, 6 H. & N. 849, 
do not touch the decision in cases such as Boe d. Ilamerton v. 
^UUm^ 2 Wils. 356, and the present, in which third parties, 
whose eoncurrenee was necessary to give eflfeot to the settle- 
ment, joined as parties to it. It is, however, not necessary to 
enter npon this. I assume, in favour of the defendant, that the 
*ni8tB in question were not voluntary. 

This, however^ is but one step in the defendant's contention. 
He next insists that because the trusts were not voluntary* 
tkerefore John M'Clintock the elder, whose execution of the 
•ettlement rendered them trusts for value, was the settlor from 
whom they were derived, so as to make him " the predecessor," 
within the meaning of the Succession Duty Act. I cannot 
eoncnr in this argument. John M'Clintock the elder was never 
the owner of the 5000/. According to the argument, and to my 
*BSQinption, he contracted with the intended wife that she 
*JMWild settle that sum upon certain trusts; but this is a 
wholly different thing from the purchase of the fund by him, 
*Dd a settlement of it hy him. If property be purchased from 
^ by A., and by the same or a subsequent instrument is settled 
^ A., A. would be the predecessor. Such were the cases of 
^ Jenkinson^ 24 Beav. 64, and The Attorney- General v. Baker, 
^H. & N. 19. But if, on the other hand, A. pay to B. a sum 
of money to induce B. to settle his estate on another, then B., 
«nd not A., would be the predecessor. John M'Clintock the 
dder joined in the settlement here, not in consideration of 
^Cas Lefroy giving him her property, so that he might settle it, 
bnt in consideration, inter alia, of lier settlement of her own 
PPi^wrty. The contract of the one was part of the consideration 
for tiie contract of the other, but the act of settlement was that 
^Mifis Lrfroy, and the fund would have renoained her property 
*o any extent to which it might in result prove to have been 
'^n^ttposed of by the trusts of the settlement. This is the 
"ohstance .of the argument of Sir iUchard Bethell in Bamsay's 



Settlement, 30 Beav. 79, and it is one which I entirely adopt. 
The decision of Lord Romilly in that case is express upon this 
question. There, upon the second marriage of a lady, her 
intended husband settled his property on the children of her 
former marriage, and as under the same settlement the husband 
took a life interest in remainder, after the death of his wife in a 
fund brought into settlement by her, she became a purchaser 
for a consideration of, inter alia, money or money's worth of the 
trusts in favour of her children by the former marriage. The 
question was whether the husband or the wife was " the pre- 
decessor." Lord Bomilly says: — "It is clear that where a 
contract is made for valuable consideration, by which property 
is settled, the property does not belong to the person who 
induced the other to settle it, but the property remains in the 
person who settles it, subject to the trusts of the settlement, 
and accordingly the statute uses the word ' settlor* as being 
one of the meanings of the word 'predecessor'" 

I did not understand it to be argued for the defendant that if 
Lady Bathdonnell were the settlor, the purchase for value by 
John M'Clintock the elder of the trusts, in default of children^ 
was a purchase for "money or money's worth,'' within the 
17th section. The question, however, has been argued by the 
Crown, and having fully considered it, my opinion is that a 
settlement in consideration of marriage and of money or money's 
worth is not a purchase within that section. I say this, 
although I wish expressly to guard myself from being supposed 
to decide that some of the reasoning of the Lord President and 
Lord Shand, in the Ssotch case of The Lord Advocate v. 
Sidgwick, Scottish Law Reporter, 1877, p. 522; 4 Bettie's Sc. 
Sess. Cas. (4th series), 815, is applicable to this country. The 
Lord President is there represented to have said : — " It seenoa 
to me that when one thing is nnder a contract the considera* 
tion of another, it necessarily follows that if the consideration 
fail the obligation of which it is the consideration fails also ; 
and if that test be applied to the present case, I am afraid the 
necessary conclusion is that the one is not the consideration of 
the other. Suppose that from any cause the Marquis of 
Salisbury had failed to pay this 10,000/., suppose he had been 
unable to do so ... if ho had become bankrupt and the pro- 
vision was never paid, would the annuity provided by Mr. 
Balfour to his daughter-in-law have failed also? Most as- 
suredly not He would have been just as fully bound to 
provide and pay the annuity to his daughter-in-law as if the 
Marquis of Salisbury on the other hand had fulfilled his obliga« 
tion to pay the 10,000/. I do not think there can be any doubt 
about that. Then is it possible, if that be so, to hold that the 
one is the consideration of the other ? '' Lord Shand is reported 
to have concurred in this reasoning. 

We are not interested here in the law of Scotland applicable 
to entire or partial failure of consideration. I confine myself to 
the application to the law of Ireland of the principle laid down 
by the Lord President. I would agree with the passage I have 
read, if by the word "consideration" the learned Lord Presi- 
dent meant the entire consideration ; but I venture to say it is 
not the law of Ireland that partial failure of consideration is an 
answer to an action upon a promise founded upon that con- 
sideration. The Lord President proceeds to say:— "It was 
represented that the consideration of the obligation might be 
partly the counter obhgation and partly the marriage, and that 
even in that case there was a consideration ia money or money's 
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FitzwiUiam Street in the oity of Dablin, widow/' and were as 
follows : — 

The deceased was at the time of her death possessed of pro- 
perty situate out of the United Kingdom, namely a mortgage 
upon house property in Switzerland and mortgs^ges on lands 
situate in the Colony of Victoria. The above property was 
mentioned in the affidavit of the petitioners for the Inland 
Bevenue, but they contended that it was not liable to estate 
duty. The Commissiohers of Inland Revenue having notified 
in writing to the solicitors for the petitioners that they were 
advised that estate duty was payable, the petitioners being 
desirous of applying to the Court pursuant to the said Act, 
delivered to the Commissioners a written statement of the 
grounds of their appeal pursuant to the Rules of Court made 
under the said Act. These grounds were as follows : — 

I. That the said mortgages were immoveable property situate 
out of the United Kingdom. 2. That the said mortgage debts 
were locally situate in Switzerland and Victoria respectively, 
and could not be considered as mere debts or choses in action 
apart from the property on which they were secured, or 
regarded as moveable property. 3. That the said mortgages 
and 'mortgage debts were property situate out of the United 
Kingdom, and that no legacy or succession duty would have 
been payable in respect thereof prior to the passing of the 
Finance Act, 1894, and that therefore no estate duty was 
payable in respect thereof imder the said Act 4. That in or 
about the year 1892 possession was taken on behalf of the 
mortgagee of the premises comprised in one of the Victorian 
mortgages, namely a mortgage for 600/., and that the deceased 
as mortgagee was by her agent and receiver in possession of the 
rents and profits thereof at the date of her death, and that no 
estate duty was payable under the said Act in respect of the 
moneys secured by the said mortgage for 600/. 

The said Conunissioners notified in writing to the solicitors 
for the petitioners that they had determined to maintain in the 
whole their claim for estate duty in respect of the said property, 
on the ground that the said mortgages were personal property 
in respect of which under the law in force before the passing of 
the Finance Act, 1894, legacy duty was payable or would be so 
payable but for the relationship of the person to whom it 
passed, and as such should be included under sect. 2, sub-sect. 2, 
of the said Act, as property passing on the death of the deceased. 

The Commissioners filed an answer, admitting the above 
facts, and stating that at the time of her death the deceased 
was domiciled in Ireland, and repeating the grounds relied on 
by them as above stated. 

The petition having been set down for hearing, now came on 
before the full Court 

Samuds, Q.C. (with him, Frederick Fleming), for the peti- 
tioners : — ^First, the mortgages are immoveable property situated 
out of the United Kingdom, and are not liable to legacy duty, 
which attaches only to moveable property situate abroad. 
That a mortgage is immoveable property appears from Story's 
Conflict of Laws, s. 447; Westlake's Private International 
Law, ss. 148, 150 ; Dicey on Domicil, p. 38. In Freke v. Lord 
Carbery, L. R. 16 Bq. 467, the passage from Story referred to is 
cited with approval, as it is also in In the Goods of OentUi, 
Ir. R. 9 Eq. 541, where it is pointed out that the distinction is 
between things moveable and immoveable i^icl not between 



things real and personal. It was held in these two cases that 
leasehold property, though a chattel real, and personal estate 
according to English law, is immoveable property, and follows 
the lex loci rei sitm, and not the law of the domicil of the 
deceased. The passage in Hanson on Succession Duty, p. 160, 
to the effect that a mortgage debt is to be considered as 
assessable in the domicil of the mortgagee on the ground that 
the debt is to be considered apart from the security itaolf, is 
not supported by authority, and cannot apply to the mortgliges 
situate out of the United Kingdom. In Trevor on Succession 
Duty, p. 60, the opinion is expressed that the liability to legacy 
duty of immoveable property such as leasehold property and 
real estate pur autre vie and of legacies charged npon or 
payable out of real estate is not affected by domicil. See also 
Soward on the Finance Act, 1894, p. 10. If the mortgaf^ 
dies, although the money goes to his executor, it is the charge 
on the land that vests in him, and not the mere debt. The 
land is given as security for the money. Attorney-Generai y. 
Lord Suddey, [1895] 2 Q. B. 526, shows that the mortgages 
here are assets in the colony of Victoria. WciUh v. The Queen, 
[1894] App. Gas. 144, is in favour of the petitioners. The con- 
tention of the Crown here, as there, is that the personal 
obligation of the debtor is what is to be looked to in con- 
sidering whether legacy duty is payable. That case goes the 
whole length of our contention, namely, that the mortgage is 
to be considered as assets where the mortgaged lands are 
situate, and that what is to be regarded is the immoveable 
security and not the mere personal obligation of the mortgagor. 

That a mortgage is an interest in land is further shown by 
the decisions in England that a mortgage cannot be disposed of 
in mortmain in that country. See Comford v. EUiott, 29 Gh. D. 
947, where it was held that a mortgage was an interest in land 
under 9 Geo. 2, o. 36, s. 3, which could not be given by wiU.t) 
a charity. The point is not, is the mortgage real estate, hat 
is it moveable property ? It may become moveable, if, e.^., the 
money is recovered by action from the mortgagor. 8o» too, if 
the testatrix had had lands in the Colony, and they had been 
sold, the proceeds would have become moveable. The conten- 
tion of the Crown would not be maintainable if the property 
here were chattels real. See Freke v. Lord Carbery, L. B. 16 Bq. 
467, and In the Goods of GentUi, Ir. B. 9 E^. 541. 

As a chattel real is an estate or interest in land, so'a nunrtp 
gage creates an estate or interest in land. That the dominant 
factor in a mortgage is the land is shown by Sutton v. StUt^m, 
22 Ch. D. 511, where it was held that if the remedy against the 
land was gone, the personal remedy was gone also. That case 
is cited with approval in LindseU v. PhUlips, 31 Ch. D. 291 ; ne 
per Bowen, L. J., at p. 297. If the contention of the Crown is 
right that the personal obligation of the mortgagor is what ii 
to be looked at, then a legal mortgage would be placed in an 
inferior position to an equitable mortgage by deposit of title 
deeds by reason of the existence of the covenant in the 1^ 
mortgage. The cases in which it has been held that legacy 
duty is payable on property situate abroad are distinguishable; 
In re Ewin, 1 Cr. & J. 151 : the property there was French 
Bentes, which was personal or moveable. The distinction 
between personal and moveable is not drawn in the earlier casea 
It was only moveable property that was within the scope of thi 
Legacy Duty Acts. It was not till the decision of the House d 
Lor4s in Thqm^on v. Advocate-General, 13 CL * f. 1, thi^t thfi 
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rale molnlia sequurUur personam was conoluHLYely held to apply 
in the case of legacy duty. 

Forbes y. Steven, L. B. 10 Eq. 178, is distiBgaishable : that 
tria a case of partnership^ and it was decided that the share of 
the proceeds of freehold property in India nsed for the porpose 
61 a partnership, and forming part of the partnership assets, 
was Ikble to legacy duty, because under the contract of partner- 
ship the freehold property was subject to a trust for oonyersion, 
and was to be regarded as personal estate. Stokes y. DucroZi 
38 W. fi. 535, was also a case of partnership and was decided 
an the express ground that the interest of the testator in the 
esse was not an interest in the land in New Zealand, but an 
interest in money arising out of the sale of land actually 
directed to be converted. 

Secondly, eyen if legacy duty would haye been payable in 
England, it is not payable in Ireland by reason of the difference 
between the L^acy Duty Statutes in England and Ireland. 

[In the argument reliance was placed chiefly on the 115th 
section of the Act 56 Geo. 3, c. 66, which is excepted from the 
enactments repealed by the Inland Bevenue Repeal Act, 1870, 
33&34Vict.c.99.] 

neAttometf-Ge7ier(d(^The Bight Eon. John Atkinson, Q.C), The 
Bight Hon. C. H. HemphiU, Q.C,{The Solicitor-Qenrnd, W, Kenny, 
■ Q.C. ; Ue Bight Hon. The MacDermot, Q.C, and C,E. MacDermot, 
I with them), for the Oommissioners of Inland Eeyenue : — ^First, 
the application of the rule mobilia sequuntur personam brings 
within the scope of the Legacy Duty Acts a mere debt due 
from a debtor in a foreign country, whether it is a simple 
contract debt, or a specialty debt, or a bond given by a person 
• abroad with or without sureties, or a sum of money in a foreign 
bank; the rule applies to a mortgage, which is a security for 
, the dne payment of a specialty debt. The fact that the land of 
the debtor is mortgaged does not do away with the remedy of 
the creditor on the covenant of the debtor to pay the debt. If 
the creditor recovers the amount of the debt by action on the 
covenant or otherwise he has no longer any right to the land, 
; and if the land proves insufficient to pay the debt he can come 
I down npon the personal estate of the mortgagor after the lapse 
jCf many years subsequent to the death of the mortgagor, as was 
[done in Leahy v. DeMoleyns, [1896] 1 Ir. E. 206. 
i Though the land mortgaged may be real estate the mortgage 
[is always regarded in Equity as ;personal property : Coote .on 
iMoptgages (1880 edition), p. 1036 ; Williams on Executors (8th 
I edition). Vol. I. p. 693; Vol. n. p. 669; and Bligh v. Lord 
\thinaey, 2 P. Wms. 622. In Flack v. Longmate, 8 Beav. 420, it 
Lifas decided that a wife was not dDwable out of lands held in 
I fee which had been mortgaged to her husband, although the 
i lapse of time and circiunstances were such as to render it very 
, improbable that anyone would establish a right to the equity of 
redemption. This shows that a mortgage was always regarded 
i M personal property till the mortgagee had foreclosed, and con- 
Terted the estate vested in him as mortgagee into an indefeasible 
estate. The cases as to partnership cited on the other side 
snpport this view. 

The only two instances of immoveable personal property are 
leaseholds, and charges on lands which are part of the realty. 
In Story's Conflict of Laws, s. 370, it is stated that the debt is 
the principal thing, and the hypothecation is the accessory. In 
The Mtamey-Oeneral v. Lord Suddey, [1896] 2 Q. B. 526, the 
qnestion was whether a share of a foreign mortgage was liable 



to probate duty. It was never suggested there that a foreign 
mortgage would not have been liable to legacy duty. See the 
judgment (p. 532) referring to The Attomey-Oenerdl v. Dimond, 
1 Gr. & J. 356. The principal thing is the debt, which is not 
suspended or diminished by the fact of its being secured by a 
mortgage. Walsh v. The Queen, [1894] App. Gas. 144, is no 
authority for the contention of the petitioners. The question 
there was whether certain mortgages of land in Queensland 
made to a bank which carried on business in London and in 
the Australian Colonies were assets in Queensland within the 
meaning of a local Act imposing a dividend duty. The bank 
sought to escape making a return as to the mortgages by saying 
that the money was lent by their branch in Victoria ; but tho 
Court held that the mortgages were assets in Queensland. So 
here the mortgages may have been assets of the deceased in 
Victoria; but that is beside the i)oint. Sutton v. Sutton, 
22 Gh. D. 611, turned entirely on the words of the Statute of 
Limitations ; the creditor there brought an action on the cove- 
nant in his mortgage deed, and was met by the defence of the 
statute that no action should be brought to recover any sum of 
money secured by any mortgage but within twelve years, and it 
was decided that an action on the covenant came within the 
very words of the Act, and that the personal remedy in the ca.se 
was barred as well as the remedy against the land. 

Secondly, . . . Section 115 of the Act 56 (Jeo. 3, c. 56, is 
inconsistent with the subsequent l^islation. Legacy duty 
is payable here under the combined operation of 5 & 6 Vict, 
c. 82 ; 8 & 9 Vict. c. 76; and 16 & 17 Vict. c. 61. The schedule 
to 55 Gko. 3, c. 184, is the dominant enactment in Ireland as 
well as in England. 

Frederick Fleming, in reply : — ... As regards the first point, 
the principle of Forbes v. Steoen, L. E. 10 Eq. 178, does not 
apply. The mortgagee has an interest in the land : Toppin v. 
Lomas, 16 C. B. 145. The observations of Lord Watson in 
Walsh V. The Queen, [1894] App. Gas. 144, are a general state- 
ment of the law as to what a mortgage is. Not only has the 
mortgagee an interest in the land, but in the present case, as 
appears from the petition, in one instance possession has been 
taken on behalf of the mortgagee. There is no duty on the 
executors of the testatrix to realize the assets secured by the 
mortgages; they wiU go to the residuary l^atees, and they can 
take them in specie. It has been said that a residuary legatee 
can only take what he gets from the executor, but this applies 
equally to any other legacy, e.g. a legacy charged on land ; and 
yet it is admitted that a legacy charged on land abroad would 
not be subject to legacy duty. The principal mortgages here 
were assets of the deceased in Victoria ; they are only transfer- 
able in that country under the Transfer of Land Statute, 1866, 
under which no interest passes until the transfer of the 
mortgage is registered on the local register. Although that 
statute only gives the mortgagee a charge on the land, the 
mortgagee has the same remedies as if the real estate in the 
lands had been transferred to him : see sects. 42, 69, and 105 of 
that statute, the effect of which statute is that the mortgages 
must be regarded as immoveable proixjrty by the law of tho 
Colony, 

Fallbs, C.B. :— Two questions have been argued in this case : 

1, whether sect. 115 of 56 Geo. 3, c. 56, is still in force; and 

2, if not, whether, at the time of the passing of the Finance 
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Act, 1894, legacy duty was payable in respect of such mortgages 
as are mentioned in the petition. 

It is admitted that sect. 115 of the Act 56 Geo! 8, was in 
force up to the passing of the 5 & 6 Vict. c. 82 ; and the sole 
question which I propose to consider, upon this first branch of 
the case, is whether the latter Act worked an implied repeal of 
the 115th section of the former statute. 

[Upon an examination of the statutes, the learned judge 
came to the conclusion that the latter Act did work such an 
implied repeal.] 

I now come to the second question, which to my mind is one 
which does not admit of any doubt, and must, upon settled 
principles of law, be ruled in favour of the Crown. 

The Finance Act, 1894, s. 2 (2), enacts that " property passing 
on the death . . . when situate out of the United Kingdom, 
shall be included only if, under the law in force before the 
passing of this Act, legacy or succession duty is payable in 
respect thereof, or would be so payable but for the relationship 
of the person to whom it passes." 

The property in question here is so situate as not to be sub- 
ject to probate duty ; and in that sense is, and for the purposes 
of this case I treat it as being, " situate out of the United King- 
dom," although, in a sense, it has no situs of its own. But if, 
before the Act, legacy duty was payable in respect of it, estate 
duty is now payable. Thus the question is, would legacy duty 
have been payable before the Act upon these mortgages of 
foreign property? I was surprised to hear it stated that, to 
the present, there had not been any decision upon this question. 
This seems extraordinary, considering the large number of 
mortgages of foreign railways which are held by persons domi- 
ciled in London. If the debts secured by the mortgages were 
not charged upon real estate, admittedly they would have been 
liable to legacy duty. The basis of the decision of the House 
of Lords in Thomson v. Advocate-OenercU, 12 CI. & F. 18, is 
contained in the following sentence of the opinion of the Judges, 
as delivered by Tindal, C. J. :— " We cannot consider tbat any 
distinction can be properly made between debts due to a testator 
from persons resident in the country in which the testator is 
domiciled at the time of his death, and debts due to him from 
debtors resident in another and a different country; but that 
all such debts do equally form part of the personal property 
of the testator or intestate, and must all follow the same 
rule, namely, the law of the domicil of the testator or 
intestate." 

Upon the other hand, it is clear that if a person domiciled in 
this country had, at the time of his death, an estate in land in 
a foreign country, which estate was not subject to redemption, 



and was not held as security for a debt, that estate woidd 
constitute immoveable property in the foreign country, and as 
such would not be subject to legacy duty. Thus the net ques- 
tion is, what is the effect of these debts being charged upon 
land in a foreign country ? Do they, by reason of the nwie 
circumstance of being so changed, lose tlie character they other- 
wise would have borne of moveable property, and by reason 
thereof become immoveable property, as if the estate therein of 
the deceased was absolute, and not by way of mortgage ? 

Now although, for many purposes (perhaps for all purposes), 
whether property so situate is to be deemed immoveable or 
moveable must be determined by the lex loci rei sitx, that 
foreign law must be treated by us as a question of fact. The 
liability to duty depends upon and must be determined by the 
law of this country, although in applying that law we must 
have regard to the foreign law, if it be relied on as a relevant 
fact. But in the present case it is not contended that according 
to the law of the foreign country these mortgages constitute 
immoveable property. Had that been relied upon, the foreign 
law should have been ascertained as a matter of fact. The first 
ground of appeal is that the said mortgages are immoveable 
property situate out of the United Kingdom; that is, that 
according to the law of this country, without having recourse 
to the extrinsic fact of the law of the foreign country, the 
mortgages are inunoveable property. The other grounds of 
appeal, with the exception of the fifth and sixth, which have 
not been argued, are mere variations of the first groimd. In 
result, then, the only matter of law for our determination is 
whether, according to our law, a debt secured by a mortgage 
of land in a foreign country is moveable or immovable pro- 
perty; and we determine this the moment we determine 
whether the property is in character a debt with an accessory 
right to resort to the land for payment, or is in character an 
estate in land, measured by the amount of the debt. Now this 
cannot depend upon the locality of the land upon which the 
debt is charged. The character must be the same, whether the 
land is situate in a foreign country or here. This brings the 
matter to a point which is absolutely settled, and was det€^ 
mined centuries ago, when it was held that the beneficial 
interest in a mortgage in fee passed, upon the death of an 
intestate, to his administrator, and not to his heir. 

There must be judgment for the Crown ; but as the Attorney- 
General has stated that this is the first case in which the 
question has been argued, we shall not give costs against the 
appellants. 

Ak DRSWB and Mttbphy, J J., coiicuirod. 
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COURT OF SESSION, FIRST DIVISION. 

NoTember 29, 1895. 

MuNBo i\ Inlahd Bbtibntje. 

Simue^SUimp Ad, 1891 (54 <fe 55 Vict. c. 39), 8ohedult I, voce 
•' Mortgage^'* iub-s, 5. 

Td following is a brief note of the points of this case which 
is reported in the Scottish Law Repori;er, vol. 33, p. 152. 

A. bond and disposition in security, in the ordinary Scotch 
form, for the principal sum of 5000?., was made in 1877. In 
18^, the principal sum to the extent of 2000?. was paid off, and 
» dischaige for that sum executed and stamped with 10^. duty. 
In Hay, 1895, the parties liable on the bond repaid the balance 
of 9000^., and executed a discharge expressed to be in considera- 
tion of the 3000?. then repaid, and to be a discharge for that 
sum, and declaring (in the usual form of a Scotch instrument 
pntting an end to the burden upon the land) the premises to be 
ledeemed and disburdened of the debt The Oommissioners of 
hilftod Revenue assessed the duty upon this instrument at 
K &., being the ad valorem duty of 6d, per cent, upon the 
whole (original) principal debt. The trustees who were 
debtors upon the bond appealed against this assessment, and 
muntained that the discharge being only a partial one^ to the 



extent of 8000?., it was liable to the duty (of 158. only) on that 
amount; the 10s, duty already paid being imputable to the 
ad valorem duty of 6<?. per cent, upon the 2000?. 

For the Respondents (the Inland Revenue) it was argued (by 
the Lord Advocate and Mr. A. J. Young) that the 5th 
sub-section only applied to a total discharge, and that the 10s. 
already paid was paid upon the former x)artial discharge under 
the description of " any deed whatsoever not described in this 
schedule." 

The Court (consisting of the Lobd Pbisidsnt, Lobb Adam, 
LoBD MrLABBN, and LoBO Kinnbab) were of opinion that the 
instrument was chargeable with ad valorem duty of 1?. 5s. 

The Lord Pbisidknt in giving judgment stated his view 
(which was concurred in by the other judges) that the 5th sub- 
section of the schedule (voce " Mortgage *0 applied only to such 
discharges as have the effect of wholly freeing the subjects of 
the security from that security ; and that the duty was to be 
calculated by the maximum burden which has ever been in- 
cumbent by virtue of the security. The whole ad valorem duty 
was therefore payable on a discharge of the balance equally 
with a discharge of the whole money. It follows, also, that a 
discharge which lifts off part of the burden but leaves the 
security in part still incumbent, is not within the section; and 
that such discharges are liable to an ordinary deed stamp. 



The Notes of Inland 1»EVB^"UE Cases fob the Vacation, as announced in the issue of 22ni> August last, 

ARE NOW < ONOLUDBD. 



Ne.39.--18N. 
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NOnCS TO BOUGITOBa 



Wi^ ihe view of insuring the greatest possible accuracy and 
rapidUy in the various ptibUcations connected m(h the Law 
Befosts, the Council will he obliged, if the Solicitors to whom 
appUcaUon is made by any Beporter acting for the Oouneil^ 
uiU as soon as possStle after application furnish the neces- 
sary Papers^ together with any information in their power as to 
the names of the various Solicitors engaged in the case. At the 
same timSf the Council thankfully acknowledge the assistance 
Ikey have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
fession in furnishing the papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 



OOUBT OF APPEAL. 



Slade Y. Hawkina. Application for judgment or new trial. Dis- 

mlMed. 
White y. Otanada Steam$hip Company, Limited. Application for 

judgment or new trial. Dismiased. 

Wednesday, October 28. 

0*Meara y. Burns. Application for judgment or new trial. Allowed. 
Hooper y. Hdme and King. Application for judgment or new trial. 
Part heard. 

Thttbsdat, October 29. 

Hooper y. Holme and King. Application for judgment or now trial. 

Dismiflsed. 
Jachaon y. Kruger & Co. Application for judgment or ncJW trial. 

DismlBaed. 
Hotophane, Limited r. HeueUine. Application for judgment or new 

trial. Allowed. 



Becobd of Busikess. 



OOUBT L 

Monday, October 26. 



I OOUBT XL 

Monday, October 26. 

Debenture Corporation, Limited y. Murietta. Appeal from Ciiitty J. 

Part heard, and ordered to stand over. 

/. Brinemead & 8om y. T. E. Brinemead & Sons, Limited. Appeal 

from North J. Dismiflsed. 
IknHer y. Barberlun Development Syndicate, Umited. Appeal fxom | ^^^ ^ ^ ^^^ f^^^ q^^^ j Digmigged. 

BnuseJ. Part heard. ^ *^*^ 

^ , , rt- Tuesday, October 27. 

Tuesday, October 27. ' 

HiMT/er r. Barberton Development SyndicaU, Umited. Appeal from ^« ^ BodiefoucaiUd y. Boudead. Appeal from Kckcwich J. Part 

Bruce J. Cur. adv. wU. ^«"^- 



b. 40.— 1896. 
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VOTIOa TO SOIiIGITOBa 



WUk ihe view o/inmiring Ae greateH jpo$$ible accwraey and 
fiifidii$ •» ike variomi ptMieaiions connected wUh (he LjlW 
BiP(«iB, ihe Otmnca wiU he Miged, if ihe SolieUan to wham 
MppKeatian ie made hy any Be^porier acting for ihe OouncH^ 
wU 08 900% Of poitMe after applieaiUm furnish ihe iMce*- 
mrjiPaper$f togdher wUh any information in iheir power a$ to 
Ae name$ of tie varioui Solicitors eng€iged in ihe caie. Aiihe 
same time^ ihe Council thankfully acknowledge the assistance 
Aeg haee already received from so many members of ihe Pro- 
fession in fwrniMng the papers required to prepare accurate 
Hforts* ' 

TABLE OF CASES. 



iSylnre. Hasov v. Abudbiv . Chitty J. 154 

Bbdqi «. HowjLBD • Div. Ct. 154 

DoTOLAM «. PnmcH*8 PATniT LiQBmra GoMPAHT . BomerJ, 155 

BmR V. LoMA Gold Mihis O. J. 154 

OnrifTH V. TowxB PuBUBBnra OoMPAHT . BUiUngJ, 154 

Hinunr, /n r«, AuxxnL «. Hinlet . • North J. 154 

HonrftFBANOUyiiifv OhiUyJ. 155 

Kcm, In ra. NOBB0 «. Law Bstsbbiohabt iNmnr Soonmr 

KekewichJ. 155 

VutEfUrt. ExparUREAD . . Vaughan WtUiams J. 154 

FuoT«.GocK North J. 155 

Sbziim V. HowABD Div, OL 155 

▼■r DnBT Unov (Guabmahs or) v. Mbtbopoutav Lira 

ASVBAVOB fiOCUTT. GUABOIAHB 01^ Wk DbBBT UhIOH 

«.Piii8TifAX North J. 156 



OOUBT OF APPEAL. 



BwoBD ov Busnnur. 



OOUBT L 

FnDAT, Ootober 90. 

h f$ BHdgmam, MinnteB of older to be mentioned. DisnuMed. 
hr$BradUp. Ex parte The DMor. Appeal firam lir. Begittmr 

GiiEHd. Difmiand. 
h re Braun. E» parte The Dthtor. Appeal from Mr. Begifltmr 

Giffard. DindMed. 
^ re Hodges. Ex parte The Debtor. Appeal firom Mr. Begistrar 

Giffaid. Dismiaeed. 
h re Taylor. Ex parte The Debtor. 

Liaklater. DiamiaBed. 
la re Flowers k Co. Ex parte PetUioning Creditors. Appeal ftom 

Mr. Begiatrar Hope. DiamiBsed. 

Na 4L-189«. 



Satitbdat, October 31. 

Dartow T. Bland. Application for judgment or new trial Our. 

ads. vuU. 
Stamp Y. Waiiams and Jones. Application for judgment or new trial. 

Stnick out. 
EarUand y. Yapp. Application for judgment or new triaL Part 

heard. 



Appeal from Mr. Begiatrar 



MovDAT, November 2. 
HarOand v. Yapp. Application for judgment or new trial. Dtr« 

miaaed. 
In re Bobert Honey. Appeal from Gave J. Struck out 
JUmond v. Muirhead. Appeal from Grantham J. Dinniaaed. 
WeUem Y.Bailey. Appeal from WiUa J. Part heard. 



TuBSDAT, November 8. 
Western v. Bailey. Appeal) from Willa J. Diami983d. 

WBinrBBDAT, November 4. 
Twmer Y. Baher. Appeal from Willa J. Allowed. 



Thubsdat, November 5. 

Manchester, Sh^fiM and lAneolnMre Railway G}mpany v. Oaardiavr 
of the Poor of Doneaeter Union. Appeal from Day J. Allowed. 



COURT II 

Thubsdat, Oetober 29. 

De la Bothe/onoaM v. Boustead. Appeal from Kek^wich J. Part 
heaid* 



Fbzdat, October SO. 

De la Bochefouoauld T. Boustead. Appeal from Kekewioh J. Ptot 
heard. 



MoBDAT, November 2. 
De la Boehefoueauld v. Boustead. Judgment reaerved. 



TuBiDAT, November 3. 

National Guardian Auuranee Chmpamy, Limited y. FouUton. Appeal 

from Da 7 X Diamiaaed. 
The Queen v. Lord Leigh and Oihere. Appeal from Cave and Willa J J 

Part heard. 



WBDHBSDATt Nuvomber 4. 
CdlUnson v. Simpson. Appeal from Cave J. Allowed. 
Bmed y. Loma Gold Mines. Appeal from Chittjr J. Judgment 

reaerved. 
De la Pryme y. Foster. Appeal from Gave J. Part heard. 



During the sittings of the CourtsTsE Wbeklt liiofrtBwiahepubUAed 
on Saturday, and wiU generally eomprise Notes of Decisions up to and 
in6tuding those of the previous Thuraday. JB cases of 
interest noted herein will le reported infvU in Thb Law Bbfqbts. 
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NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



Tk$$$ moi6$ are fmmbered for ec mw m Uet^ ottrfwmm^ 
e.g. W. N, (96) 154 (1). 



1. ADULTESAHOK— MILK->5uj^ciency of certificate— Sale of 
Food and Drug$ Act, 1875 (c. 63), 8. 18. In a prosecution under 
the Sale of Pood and Drugg Act, 1875, the certificate of the 
public analyst stated that the sample submitted to him con- 
tained 6 per cent, of added water, and went on to say, " This 
opinion is based on the fact that the sample contained 7*97 per 
cent, solids other than fat,, whereas genuine mWV contains not 
less than 8*5 per cent, solids not f at " :— FeZcf, distinguishing 
Fortune v. Hanson, [1896] 1 Q. B. 202, that the certificate was 
good although it did not state the constituent parts of the 
sample analyzed. Bbidoe v. Howasd. Oct. 28. Divisional 
Oourt (Grantham and Kennedy J J.). 

CJounsel: EarU, Solicitor: Bichard Nicholson. 

A. P. P. K 



2. BAHKBTTPTCT — FAAUDVLSHT PBEFEBENGS — Payment 
into bank to meet accommodation bill — "Creditor" — The Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1888 (c. 52), s. 48. The word " creditor " in sect. 48 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, includes a contingent creditor, 
that is to say, a person who at the date of the payment would 
be entitled, if the debtor became bankrupt, to prove in the 
bankruptcy in respect of a contingent liability. Where, there- 
fore, a debtor, within three months of his bankruptcy and with 
a view to prefer 0., paid into bis bankers a sum of money to 
meet a biU which C. had accepted for his acconunodation and 
which the bankers had discounted : — Held, that the payment 
was a fraudulent preference of 0. within sect. 48. In re Paine. 
Ex parte Bead. Nov. 2. Yaughan Williams J. 

Counsel: Muir Mackenzie; F, C, Willis. Solicitors: Frit- 
chard, Englefield & Co, ; W. H. Smith & Son. H. L. P. 



8. OOMPAHT— BLANKS DT FMXY—Stamp Act, 1891 (c. 89), 
5. 80. Notice of the intention to hold an extraordinary general 
meeting of shareholders to confirm a special resolution, giving 
the date, place, and hour of meeting, and a copy of the resolu- 
tion, was sent to all the members of the company. Accom- 
panying this notice was a circular from the chairman and 
secretary, with a proxy attached, asking that the proxy might 
be returned to the directors in favour of the resolution. The 
proxy omitted the day and hour of the meeting. The secretary, 
having discovered the omission, sent a post-card to each mem- 
ber stating that by a printer's error the day and hour had been 
omitted, reiuesting the member to fill them up, and saying 
that if the form had been returned to him in blank he should 
assamo that he had authority to fill it up, and he accordingly 



filled up those blanks in various proxies : — Held, affirming the 
decision of Chitty J., [1896] 2 Oh. 572, that these proxies were 
valid and had properly been used. On another point in the 
appeal, judgment was reserved. Ebnest v. Loha Gold Mihis, 
Limited. Nov. 4. 0. A. (Lindley and A. L. Smith L.JJ.). 

Oounsel: Ashion Cross ; Byrne, Q.C., and E. W. Stock. SoK- 
citors : W. T. Bart ; Poweill A Burt. H. C. J. 



4. COKTBACT— AITTHOB AKO PUBLISHES — Publishing agretr 
ment — Assignability. The principle established in Eote v. 
Bradbury, 12 Oh. D. 886, that a publishing agreement between 
an author and a publisher, or a firm of publishers, is personal 
to the individuals entering into it, and that the benefit of sndi 
an agreement is not assignable by the publisher without the 
consent of the author, applies equally to the case of a publish- 
ing agreement between an author and a limited company. 
Gbiffith v. Tower Publishino Company, Limited. Oct. 30. 
Stirling J. 

Counsel: Millar, Q.a, and T. B, Napier; Eastings, Q.Cy vad 
E, Ford. Solicitors : Harrison & Davies ; McKenna & Co. 

G. A. S. 



6. TBnSHDLT 800IETT — 7BIEBDLT BOCOBnEB ACT, tt7( 
(o. 60), I. 16, suh-i. 7 — Treasurer — Secretary — Officer of ihe 
society — " By virtue of his office.'* Under the rules of a friendly 
society a treasurer was appointed, whose duty was to render an 
account of all moneys received and paid by him, to take chu^ 
of the funds, and pay all demands ; and also a secretary, whose 
duty was to keep the accounts and perform the usual eecre- 
tarial duties. The secretary, with the knowledge and consent 
of the trustees of the society and the treasurer, received moneys 
of the society and misapplied them. On his death an action 
was commenced to administer his estate, and a claim was 
carried in by the trustees of the society to be paid in full in 
priority to other creditors. 

Held, following Ex parte Fleet, 4 De G. & Sm. 52, that though 
an officer of the society the secretary had not received the 
moneys so misapplied by virtue of his office within sub-sect. 7 
of sect. 15 of the Friendly Societies Act, 1875, so as to give the 
trustees a priority. In re Absbdbin. Hagon v. Abebdih. 
Oct. 29. Chitty J. 

Counsel: Leuett, Q.C., and Macnaghten; Byrne, Q.C., V^ 
MickUm. Solicitors: Colly er-Bristow, Bussdl, HUl 4bCo.,i^ 
Mills & Peeve, Norwich ; Storey, Cowland & Hill, for Sadd * 
Bacon, Norwich. G- ^ 



6. JVDIOATUBB ACT, 1876 («. 77), s. 10— BULBS OF ADBin- 
TBATIOK. In an action to administer an insolvent estate, ft 
secured creditor realized his security and proved for the balance 
of his debt; the debts proved were paid in full:— 5^* ^^^ 
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fBestioa betiween that creditor and the general creditors as to 
interesi was not governed by the roles in bankruptcy. In re 
JmiT. Aloock V. HsM L^. Nov. 4. North J. 

^ffanad: Bwinfiid i?Wy, Q:(i:, and Smry TerrOl ; Bveritt, 
K^C., and Fetenon; Vernon Smith, Q.C, and TT, E. Goltman. 
' Man: Andreib, Wood & Go,, for BooJc^ & Bazdey, Bideford ; 
AfiW SdmMau & Ancrum ; F. MUlett. D. P. 



7. XAXJcOfOUB ^SntBET KUSSO ^ Householder rehiring 
^»9icianio depart fv%ihou$giv4ns^ reason— 27 <fc28 Viet, c 55, s. 1. 
?r fleet 1 of 27 A 28 Vict. c. 55, /'any householder within 
ik Metropolitan Police District . . . may require any street 
nmakaan or street singer to depart from the neighbourhood of 
tte house of such householder on account of the illness, or on 
•owont of the interruption of the ordinary occupations or 
pwsdtg of any inmate of such house, or for other reasonable 
or floffident cause"; and the section goes on to provide for a 
pfiMlty on any person continuing to sing or play after being 
•» required" to depart:— 56W, that the householder, when 
tt^niiing the musician or singer to depart, must give his reason 
iv ddng BO. Shiblds v. Howabd. Oct. 29. Divisional 
Gout (Grantham and Kennedy JJ.). 

A. D. JSceales, Solicitor; John Swinford Francis, 

A. P. P. K. 



8. MOBT0AeB— MDEKPTIOH— i?cvcr«i<m€r— i?i;^A< to redeem. 
An estate, which had been mortgaged in fee by a teetator, was 
•vised by him in effect to his wife during the minority of his 
t»o children, and when they were of age it was to be equally 
*jiW between his wife and children, whichever of them 
>^t be living at that time. After the testator's death the 
•Jdow mortgaged her interest under the will to the original 
■ortgagee, and she died while the children were still infonts. 
"»e children (by a next friend) commenced a redemption action 
Wnrt the mortgagee, the widow's administrator being a co- 
ioCeodani 

Hdd, on the authority of Havald v. Russell, Yo. 9, that the 
llwntifiiB, being reversioners, were not entitled during the con- 
fcnance of the particular estate to redeem the mortgage with- 
•ttt the consent of the mortgagee as owner of the particular 
•*ate by way of mortgage. Peout v. Cook. Nov. 4. North J. 

Connsel: Z. Ryland; Dauney, Solicitors: G. K. Wright; 
^^, Poynder & Whatley, W. L. 0. 



&• PATKn, Ac., ACT, 18S3 (e. 57), 8. 82— EXFZBED PATEVT— 

^^fvU—Letter to third parties — Injunction, The defendants 
W for some years supplied certain harbour and railway com- 
WfiB with gas buoy lanterns constructed under a patent 
Wuch had expired. The plaintiff obtained an order from one 



of the customers of the defendants for gas buoy lanterns, 
founded to some extent on the expired patent, the defendants' 
tender being rejected. The managing director of the defen- 
dante then wrote the customer, "I am very much afraid that 
the matter will lead to a great deal of difficulty and unpleasant- 
ness, and you must not be surprised if this company applies for 
an injunction against Mr. Douglass to restrain him from selling 
his gas buoy lanterns " ;—5eW, on the evidence, that the letter 
was written by the defendants " claiming to be patentees," and 
was a threat within sect. 32 of the Patent, &c.. Act, 1883, and an 
injunction was granted accordingly. Douglass v. Pintsch'b 
Patent Lightino Company, Limited. Oct." 29. Romer J. 

Counsel: Moulton, Q,0,, and Walter; Neville, Q.C, and 
Kirhy, Solicitors : Bridger & Son ; Blyth, Button & Co, 

H. L. F. 



10. FRACTIGS— OSIGDrAXnrO 8UMK0KS— i^tfZes (/ Supreme 
Court, Order Liv.A, r. 1 --Application hy mortgagor unthout 
offering to redeem. Under Order Liv. A, r. 1, a mortgagor may 
apply by originating summons for the determination of a ques- 
tion of construction arising under the mortgage deed without 
offering to redeem. Where the mortgagor of a reversionary 
interest applied under the rule for the determination of the 
question whether she was entitled to redeem during the period 
fixed by the mortgage deed for the continuance of the loan:— 
Held, that the Court was bound to decide the question, and 
ought not to reiuire the mortgagor to offer to redeem. In re 
NoBBS. NoBBs V, Law Bevebsionabt Intsbist Society. 
Oct. 29. Kekewich J. 

Counsel: Benshaw, Q,C,j and Oode/roi; MacSwinney. Soli- 
citors: H, Cuhitt Ireland; Caprons, Bolton, Hitchins & Brabant, 

0. 0. M. D. 



11. 80LICIT0B— COSTS — Taxation— Scale fee— Lease in con- 
sideration of rent and premium — Fee for negotiating — General 
order under Solicitors^ Remuneration Act, 1881 (c. 44), Sched, I,, 
Part II., rule 5. Messrs. Horn & Francis acted as solicitors for 
the lessor in respect, of a lease granted in consideration of a 
premium of 5000^. and an annual rental of 250/. The lessee 
agreed to pay all coste for which the lessor was liable. The 
solicitors included in their biU of costs in respect of the lease, 
in addition to the scale fee chargeable under Sched. I., Part XL, 
in respect of rent amounting to 29'., and the deducing fee 
chargeable on the premium amounting to 45^ (charged by 
virtue of rule 5 of the rules to Part II. of Sched. I.), a further 
fee of 40/. in respect of negotiating. The bill was referred 
for taxation on the application of the lessee, and the taxing 
master disallowed the 40^. 

On summons by the solicitors to review the taxation, it was 
contended that though in the case of a lease granted in con* 
sideration of a rent only, the scale fee on the rent provided by 
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Part II. of Sched. I., covered all negotiations^ yet that^ where 
a lease was in consideration of a preminm as well " the further 
sum eqnal to the remuneration on a purchase at a price equal to 
such premium'' provided by rule 5^ authorized the allowance 
of a scale fee for negotiating as well as a scale fee for deducing 
title. 

Edd, following In re Field, 29 Gh. D. 606, and In re Bohaan, 
45 Gh. D. 71, that the taxing master was right in disallowing the 
fee for negotiating, as if it were allowed the solicitors would be 
paid twice over, as the scale fee on the rent covered the fee for 
negotiating. In re Hobn & Fbavoib. Oci 29. Chitty J. 

Counsel: C. E, E. Jenkins; 0. Leigh Clare. Solicitors: 
Horn A Francis; Wal/ords. G. M. 



18. 8TATUIB*-00mXBUOnOV— Poor Law Loans Adi^^ 
(e, 11), s. 2^0uardians of the poor-^Mortgage— Power to rtdm 
Guardians of the poor have power, under an order of fhaLH 
Government Board, to pay off a loan oontracted siaoefheMI 
of April, 1871, without the consent of the lenders. Quabdui 
OF West Dxbbt Ukiov v. Mxsbovoutajx Lm Absubak 
Socnrrr. Guabdianb ov Wbst Dibbt Ukioh v. Pbosiiu] 
Nov. 4. North J. 

Counsel: Cozen^-Eardy, Q.O., Swinfen Eadg, Q.C, B. i 
Parker and Cleaver; Sir B. T. Beid, Q. C, Danckwerts and Crwh, 
Solicitors : Sharpe, Parker, PrUchards & Barham, for desm 
Co,, Liverpool ; Travers Smith, Braithicaite db Boldnson ; Em 
Foster Jh Co. P.P. 
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WUk He view dfinmuring (ke ffreak$i jpoisible accwraciy and 
TOfidiiji h ike vanom pubUeati<m$ connected vfiA Ac Law 
SiFQBis, Oe Ornnca mS ^obliged, if the SoUdtare to whom 
tffUcaUtm It made &y any B^porier meting for the OouncU^ 
wUei eoon a$ jpoeeMe after appUcaUon fiumUh Ae necee- 
mfPofen^ together wUk amg informaiion m their power ae to 
i^mmeirfthemrieueSoUeUore engaged in iheeaee. Atthe 
mm'iime,ihe Oownea tharnkfidlg w^aioudedge the aemetance 
iofhiee alreadg received from $o many memhere of the Pro- 
jMm in fumiehing ihe paper $ required to prepare accurate 
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OOUBT OF APPEAL. 




BsooBD OF Business. 




COURT I. 





Fbidat, November 6. 

hnBdti. Appeal from Mr. Begistrar Giffard. Allowed. 

A n TeOep. Appeal from Yanghan Williams J. Dismissed. 

^^W«t, Netd}vry^ and Southampian BaUway Company y. Great IVegtem 
RaOmtff Company and London and 8ouih Western Railway Om- 
pony. Appeal ixom Collins J. and Sir F. Feel. Part heard. 

Monday, Novemljer 9. 
Meof, Netd)ury, and Southampton Railway Company v. Great Western 
JloHmoay Company and London and South Western Railway Com- 
pany, Appeal from Collins J. and Sir F. Peel. Dismissed. 

TuxBDAT, November 10. 
naOaee v. While, Application for judgment or new trial. Dismidsed. 
«»*SMter v. dough A Co. Application for judgment or new trial. 
IHsmissed. 

WiDmsDATy November 11. 

Rif Vale Ratlway Company v. Davis A SonSy Limited, Appeal from 

PoQoek B. and Bruce J. Dismissed. 
roiMgf Y. Bailey, Application for judgment or new trial. Dismissed. 

Thubsdat, November 12. 
faftsM v. JBsrItf. AppUoation for judgment or new trial. Dismissed. 
^eel V. Gough, Application for judgment or new trial. Part hoard. 
Ha 42.-1896. 



COTTBT n. 

Thubsdat, November 5. 
DelaPrymey. Foster. Appeal ftom Cave J. Disndssed. 
The Queen v. Lord Leigh and Others. Appeal from Cave and WiUs J J. 

Cur. adv, wU, 

Fox y. Jerome, Appeal from Day^ J. Part heard. 

. VvmAtt November 6. 
Pitts T. George d: Co. Apfsal from Kekewioh J. Allowed. 
Fbx r. Jerome. Appeal firan Day J. Disnassed. 
Loekett v. Lagunas Ni^ate Company. Afipea^ from Day J. Stamis 

over. 
Potter T. BwrrdL Appeal from Day a^ Lawxance JJ. Part heard. 

Batdbdat, November 7. 
Potter A Co, y. J?«rran A Son. Appeal from Day and Lawranoe JJ. 

Dismissed. 
Whytev, Lord Balfour of Burleigh. Appeal ftmn Cave J. Dismissed. 

MovDAT, November 9. 
Doyle y. De Verragaude. Appeal ttam Cave J. Allowed. 
Bintu Y. Christen, Appeal fiom Day J. Dismissed. 
Yorhshire Trusty Limited y. Lancoihire Truet and Mortgage Insurance 
Corporation, Limited. Appeal from Pollock B. Stands over. 

TuBBDAT, November 10. 

Ernest v. Loma GM Mines, Limited. Appeal from Chitty J. Dis- 
missed. 

Lochett v. Laguntu Nitrate Company. Appeal from Day J. Stands 
over. 

Eley y.Bead. Appeal from Chitty J. Dismissed. 

Mutual Reserve Fund Life Association v. Nete York Life Ajuuranee 
Company. Appeal fhnn Pollock B. Dismissed. 

WsDrasDAT, November 11. 
CoUieott V. South Staffordshire Mines Drainage CommiesionerM. Appeal 

from Kekewich J., after being part heard. Stands over. 
In re Arbitration between Graydon and his Trustees in Bankruptcy, 

and Arbitration between Graydon and BasseU. Appeal from 

Day J. Allowed. 



During the sittingsof the CourUTaa Wbxklt 'SoTEBtsHlbepMiihed 
on Saturday, and wiU generally comprise Notes of Decisions up to and 
induding those of the previous Thursday* AU cases of permtment 
interest noted herein will he reported in full in Thb Law Bkpobstb. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These notes a^e numbeeed for oonwniestre of rrfermsm, 
e.g. W. N. (96) 157 (1). 



1. A88I8TAVT OVEBSXER— SEBYAHT OF IHEABITAFrS OF 
PABIBE. An assistant overseer of a parish who had been 
appointed to his office by the parish council under sect. 5 of the 
Local Government Act, 1894 (66 & 57 Vict. c. 73), was indicted 
for embezzling certain money collected by him from the rate- 
payers : — Held, that he was rightly charged in the indictment 
as being the servant of the inhabitants of the parish and not 
of the parish council, and that the money so embezzled was 
rightly laid ajs the properi;y of the inhabitants. Thb Queen v. 



Digitized by 



Google 



158 



THE WEEKLY NOTEa 



[Nov. 14, 1896. 



Smallman. Not. 7. 0. 0. B. (Loid Bnssell of Eillowen G. J., 
Pollock B., Hawkiiifi, Grantham and Lawrance JJ.). 

Counsel: Macmorran^ Q»C.y and Owynne James; Cranstoun, 
Solicitors : Frior, Church & Adams ; Braund, J. F. 0. 



Pitts v. Geosob & Co. Not. 6. 0. A. [(Lindloy and Bigby 
L.JJ., dissentiente Lopes L.J.). 

Counsel: Cozens-Eardy, Q.C., and Ingpeni 
citors : W, M. TiUon ; Mann & Taylor. 



Scrvttton. Sdi- 
H.C.J. 



2. BAHKBVPTCT — DUCKABGX OF BLBEXUFl — After* 
acquired property — Beneficed clergyman — Sequestration of benefice 
—Future profits— Bankruptcy Act, 1888 (c 52), m. 30, 52. A 
beneficed clergyman having been adjudicated a bankrupt in 
April, 1889, the trustee in the bankruptcy, on May 81, 1889, 
obtained irom the bishop a sequestration of the profits of the 
benefice, by which the sequestrator was directed, after making 
certain payments, to pay the residue of the profits to the 
trustee. On May 9, 1894, the bankrupt obtained an order of 
discharge. He tiien brought an action i^gainst the trustee, 
claiming a declaration that, as against the trustee, the plaintiff 
from and after the date of the discharge was entitled to reoeiye 
the profits of the benefice, and an injunction to restrain the 
defendant from receiving the residue thereof. 

Beld, that for this purpose there was no distinction between 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, and the Bankruptcy Act, 1888; that 
the profits of the benefice accruing due after the discharge were 
not after-acquired property of the bankrupt ; and, on the autho- 
rity of Ex parte Chick, H Ch. D. 731, that the trustee in the 
bankruptcy was, notwithstanding ihe discharge, entitled to 
receive the residue of the profits under the sequestration until 
the debts provable in the bankruptcy had been paid. The 
action was accordingly dismissed. Lawbencb v. Adams. Nov. 3. 
North J. 

Counsel: St. Oerrans; J. G. Wood. Solicitors: Withalls A 
Bdton ; Coode, Kingdon A Cotton. W. L. C. 



6* XXTBOFOLIS — FUBUO EEALTH (LOHDOH) ACT, 1891 
(e. 76), s. 87, sub-is. 8, ^—Discretion of magistrate. The dedsioQ 
of a sanitary authority acting under sect. 87 of the Fnblie 
Health (London) Act, 1891, that a house is not furnished with 
proper and sufficient water-closet accommodation, is final, giib- 
ject only to an appeal under sub-sect. 5 to the county council; 
and where the owner or occupier of a house is summoned for 
non-compliance with a notice of the sanitary authority to pro- 
vide such accommodation, the magistrate has no jurisdiction to 
reverse the decision of the sanitary authority and to hold tittt 
the accommodation is not required. Vbstbt of St. Johh's, 
Hagkket v. Hutton. Nov. 3. Div, Ct. (Grantham and 
Wright JJ.). 

Counsel: Beven; Carrington. Solicitors: Tiddeman; Stmti, 
Morris <fe Stone. W. J. B. 



3. OOXFAinr— HEJSTUia or SEASIKOLDSBS — Special reso- 
lution — Show of hands — Froxies — Companies Act, 1862 (c. 89X 
s. 51. At a meeting of shareholders of a company convened for 
the purpose of passing a special resolution, a member who 
holds a number of proxies, only counts as one on a show of 
hands. The decision of Chitty J., [1896] 2 Ch. 572, affirmed 
C. A. affirming .his decision on another point, see p. 154 (3) 
ante. Ebmxst v. LoifA Qold Minks, Limitkd. Nov. 10. 
C. A. (Lindley and A. L. Smith L.JJ.). 

Counsel: Ashton Cross; Byrne, Q.C., and E. W. Stock. Solir 
citors : W. T. Hart ; Fowell A. Burt. H. C. J. 



e. PSAOnCS— EJS0T1CEHT hffBXXB— Defendant in poumm 
— Beceiver — Jurisdiction — Judicature Act, 1873 (c 66), «. 35^ 
suh-s. 8. In a pending action to recover possession of land the 
Court has, under sect. 26, sub-sect. 8, of the Judicature Act, 
1878, jurisdiction to appoint a receiver at the instance of the 
plaintiff although the defendant is in possession, bat the 
receiver takes subject to the rights of prior incombiancers. 
FozwBLL V. Van Gbutten. Oct. 30. Kekewich J. 

Counsel: Benshaw, Q.C., and Mark Bomer; Warrin^on, 
Q.C., and Boome. Solicitors : Bobbins, BUling A Co., for «/«»«« 
Clarke, Preston: CoUyer-Bristow, Bussell, HUl & Co. 

G.I.F.C. 



4. OOPTSIGET— UPOBTAnOK 07 00PIE3 PBIHTED IV THE 
OOUHTBT WEEBS BOOK WAS 1IB8T FBIBTED — Copyright 
Amendment Act, 1842 (c. 45) — International Copyright Act, 1844 
(c. 12). The plaintiff was entitled to the copyright in England 
of a work originally published in Germany. The defendant 
imported for sale in England copies of the book printed in 
Germany by the owner of the German copyright : — Hdd, by the 
Court of Appeal, reversing the decision of Kekewich J., that, 
notwithstanding the exception in sect 10 of the International 
Copyright Act of books printed in the country in which they 
were first published, the plaintiff was entitled to restrain the 
importation, as sect 10 of the International Copyright Act gave 
to persons entitled to copyright under it the same rights and 
privileges as if the book had been first published in England. 



7. BAILWAY STATIOK— BBFirSAL OF OABXAB TO DSOTCtf 

IHTO. By sect. 17 of the London Hackney Carriage Act, 1858 

(c. 83), ** Every driver of a backup carriage who shril refiise to 

drive such carriage to any place within the limits of thifl Act» 

not exceeding six miles, to which he shall be required to diit« 

any person hiring or intending to hire such carriage," ahill be 

liable to a penalty .—Hdd, that the inside of a railway station, 

although the private property of the railway company, is » 

*' place " within the meaning of the section. Ex parte KiPPn* 

Nov. 10. Div. Ci (Grantham and Wright JJ.). 

Counsel : Boskill. Solicitors : Fattinson <t Brewer. 

J.F.C. 

8. TBADB-ICABK — PHOTOOBAPHT— " Solio " — *^**''J?j^ 
—Btference to character of goods— Fatents, Designs, and Mfi 
Marks Act, 1888 (c. 50), s. 10 (e). The word " SoUo " held not to 
be registrable in connection with photographic printing I»P^» 
as having "reference to the character of the goods'* witm 
sect 10 (e) of Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks Act, 1888. i^ 
re Eastman Photogbaphio Materials Compani's Tkadb- 
iCABE. Nov. 6. Kekewich J. 

Counsel: Modton, Q.C, and Kerly; Sir B. WMer, A.-(x^ 
and Ingle Joyce. Solicitors : Bird, Moore dt Strode ; Sd*^^^ ^ 
Board of Trade. G. ' " 



.J.F.C. 
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irOTIGS TO SOUOITOBa 



WUk ike mem of inmuring ike greaieii poi9Q>h aecuraeif and 
npdUjf Ml ike varioue pMieaiUme connected wUk ike Law 
RiFOBis, ike Qmnea wiU he obliged, if ike Solidtore to wkom 
em^ieaUon ie mode hg ang Reforter acting for ike OouncU, 
MM 0$ $oon Of poeeible after application f umiak tke necee* 
mrjfPaperg, together wiik ang infomuUion in tkeir power a$ to 
ike 9tme$ of ike various Solieitore engaged in tkecaee. At tke 
MM Omej ike Council ikank/uUg achiowledge tke aeeietance 
&eji hwe abreadg received from $o vMing members of tke Pro- 
ftmm Ml fumuSung tke papers required to prepare accurate 
ttforts» 



TABLE OF CASES. 
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OOUET OP APPEAL. 



Bboord or BusiKBsr. 



OOUBT I. 

Fbidat, NovemberJlS. 
PmI t. Gough. Application for judgment or new triiL DiBmissed. 
Oafker, Sax. Appeal from Mathew J. Dismiaeed. 
^orti Eadem RaUvtay Company y. BrunUm d Son, Appeal from 
GaTe and WillB J J. DismiBaed. 

Batubdat, Kovember 14. 
F«fr|f 0/ 6t, Marttn-in-ihe-FuHdt v. Ward Appeal from WUIb J. 



^ewmde t. Thames and Mertey Marine Insurance Company. Appeal 
tanCoUinBJ. Part heard. 

Monday, November 16. 
Yorkshire Tntd^ Limited y. Lancashire Trust and Mortgage Insuranee 

CorporaHan^ Limited. Appeal from Pollock B. Postponed, 
^wlwtt y. Lagunas Nitrate Company, Limited. Appeal firom Day J. 

Settled. 
^Uba y. BaOey, Appeal from Day J. DiflmiiBed. 

No. 43.— WW. 



Maqfadyen y. Fletcher. Appeal from GoUinB J. Dismissed. 
Deverenx y. WhUe A Co. Same y. Same (oonsolidated). Appeal from 

Day J., and oroBB-notlce of Deyereax and Heiron. Part heard. 
VigncHes y. Morgan, Appeal from Lawrance J. DiBmlBsed. 

TuBBDAT. Koyember 17. 
Bensaude y. Thames and Mersey Marine Insurance Company. Appeal 
from GolliDS J. Allowed. 

Wbdnbbdat, Noyember 18. 
Sims y. TrcUope A Sons. Appeal from Grantham J. DismiBBed. 
Hood Barrs y. Grossman & Priehard. Appeal from Pollock B. Dia- 

miiBed. 
Wtlmot y. AUon. Appeal from the Lord Chief Justice. DismiBaed. 
Lord Oerard y. Kent County Council. Appeal from Caye and Wills J J. 

Part heard. 

Thubbdat, November 19. 

Lord Gerard Y. Kent County Council Appeal from Caye and Wills J J. 

Our. adv. vuU. 

COURT n. 

Fbidat, November 13. 
In re Casio's Contract. Appeal from Stirling J. DismisBed. 
In re Blackburn. Blackburn v. Blackburn. Appeal from Romer J. 

Part heard. 

Satubdat, November 14. 

The Queen v. Lord Leigh and Others. In re Kinchant. Appeal from 
Cave and Wills J J. Allowed. 

Monday, November 16. 
In re Blackburn. Blaekbum v. Blackburn. Appeal from Romer J. 

Dismissed. 
Debenture Corporation, Limited v. C. de Murrietta A Co., Limited. 

Appeal from Chitty J. Part heard. 

TuBDAT, Noyember 17. 
DAeniure Corporation, Limited y. C. de Murrietta & Co, Limited. 

Appeal from Chitty J. Dismissed. 
International Financial Society, Limited y. Baring Bros. A Co. Appeal 

from Romer J. Part heard. 

Wbdnbbday, November 18. 
Ripley Y. Baudey. Appeal from Kekewich J. Stands over to answer 

affidavits. 
Foxioell V. Van Grutten. Appeal from Kekewich J. Allowed. 
Intematumal Financial Society, Limited v. Baring Bros. & Co. Appeal 

from Romer J. Dismissed. 



During the sittings of the CourtsTBM^^ssKLY 'ScrrtBvtiabepMished 
on Saturday, and will generally comprise Notes of Decisions up to and 
including those of the previous Thunday. AU eases of permanent 
interest noted herein wtU be reported infuU in The Law Refobtb. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These notes are nnmbered for eo n mn i enee ofreJeremM^ 
e.g. W. N. (96) 159 (1). 



1. ADMRAITT— PBACTIOB— Jciton in rem — Lis alibi pendens 
-^Staying proceedings—Bail On the 10th of February, 1894, 
a collision occnrred near Rotterdam between the British steam- 
ship Salisbury and the German steamship Mannheim. The 
agents at Rotterdam of the owners of the two vessels, on behalf 
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of the respective captains/entered intoSmutual agreements to be 
answerable in damages to the extent |of 60,000 guilders, with 
domicil at the offices of the agents at Botterdam, and by agree- 
mentJiLloyd's snryeyor at Botterdom made an estimate of the 
amount of damage sustained by each vessel; but negotiations 
for arbitration fell through, and on the 6th of November, 1896, 
when the Mannheim came into the Tyne, she was arrested in an 
action in rem instituted by the owners of the Salishury. 

The defendants, the owners of the Mannheim, moved the 
Court, on the authority of The Chrtstianshorg, 10 P. D. 141, for 
an order for the release of the vessel, on the ground that the 
security given was equivalent to a purchase of immunity from 
arrest. 

Held, that the motion must be dismissed as no legal proceed- 
ings had been instituted in Holland, and nothing in the 
guarantee barred the right of arrest in this country. The 
Mannheim. Nov. 17. Gorell Barnes J. 

Counsel: Sir Walter Fhillimore: Aepinall, Q.C, md Butler 
Aspinall. Solicitors: Thomas Cooper <k Co. ; Botterell Jt Roche. 

T. L. M. 



f 2. ATTAOHKBNT— CONTEMPT— 2)t5o6c(iience of order of Irish 
Court— Power of English Court— 41 Geo, 3, c. 90, s. 6. Motion 
by the plaintiff in an action brought in the High Court of 
Justice in Ireland, Chancery Division, that the plaintiff might 
be at liberty to issue a writ of attachment against the defendant, 
J. S. Newell, for his contempt in not having obeyed an order 
made by that Court on the 7th of May, 1896. By an order of the 
Lord Chancellor, dated the 10th of August, it was ordered that 
the order of the Irish Court (which had been exemplified to the 
English Court) should be enrolled in the English High Court, 
and this was done on the 28th of August. The defendant was 
in England. 

Held, on the authority of Hazleton v. Bright, Weekly Notes, 
1873, p. 3, and Pennefather v. Short, Weekly Notes, 1866, pp. 
102, 126, subject to the accuracy of those reports being verified 
by the registrar, that the Court had, under the Act 41 Geo. 3, 
c. 90, s. 6, power to make the order asked for. 

Time was given to the defendant, who appeared in person, to 
apply to the Irish Court to discharge the order of the 7th 
of May, which he alleged to have been irregularly obtained. 
Newell v. Newkll. Nov. 12. North J. 

Counsel: Peterson. Solicitor; C. Howard Austin, 

W. L. 0. 



3. BAHKEUPTOT— COVTEACT TOB 8UPFLT 07 GHATTEL8 OV 
HIRE — Equitable assignment of future payments under hiring. 
Judgment of the Lord Chief Justice, reported [1896] 2 Q. B. 254, 
affirmed. Wilmot v. Alton and Another. Nov. 18. C. A. 
(Lord Esher M.B., Lopes L. J., and Bigby L. J.). 

Counsel: Cooper Willis, Q.C, and Hawtin; H. Seed, Q.C, 
and Scarlett. Solicitors : H. Reid ; J. C. Button. E. L, 



& Sons. Nov. 18. C. A. (Lord Esher MB., Lopes L.J., and 
Bigby L.J.). 

Counsel: Jeif, Q.C, and Clavdl SaUer; MarehwrU. SQlkitois: 
Alfred Slater ; Trdlope A Winckworth. B. L. 

6. COXPAinr — DEBEITUBES— One-man compa'Mf—FrivaU 
company^ Limited Liability — Sole trader — Winding-up^Lior, 
hility to indemnify company in respect of debts — Companies Ad, 
1862 (c. 89), s. 6. Decision of Court of Appeal, [1895] 2 Gh. 
823, after consideration revevsed with costs here and bebv 
(the costs here to be taxed according to the role in panper 
cases), their Lordships being of opinion that the scheme le- 
ferred to in the order of the Ck>urt of Appeal was not "oontisry 
to the true intent and meaning of the Companies Act, 1862," 
and that there was no fraud on the creditors. A. Saloxoi 
(Pauper), App. ; Salomon & Co., Besps. Nov. 16. H. L. (Lord 
Halsbury L.C. and Lords Watson, Herschell, Macnaghten, 
Davey, and Morris). 

Counsel: Cohen, Q.C, Buckley, Q.C, M'CaU, Q.C., andifuir 
Mackenzie; Farwell, Q.C, and TheobaJd. Solicitors: Bd^ 
Raphael <fe Co. ; S. M. <fc J. B. Benson. J. M. M, 



4. BILL or SALE— ATTESTDfG WITEESfl Description — Bills 
of Sale Act, 1882 (c 48), s. 9. Where the witness attesting the 
execution of a bill of sale had no occupation, and the attestation 
clause gives his name and address, but^ no description of him, 
the bill of sale is void as not being in accordance Ydih the form 
in the schedule to the Bills of Sale Act, 1882. Sims v. Trollofe 



6. IV8UEAE0E, XAEIHE — UABHITT OF 
FEEmuXB.. The general rule of law, founded on mercaatfle 
custom, whereby the broker, and not the assured, is liable to 
the underwriters for the premiums on a policy of marind in80> 
ance, is not limited to the ordinary form of Lloyd's policy, Imt 
extends also to policies containing a promise on the part of the 
assured to pay the premiums. Untverso Insitbakoe Comfaki 
OF Milan v.MEBCHANTs'MABmElNSuaANOECoMPAinr. Not. 13. 
Commercial Court (Collins J.). 

Counsel: ChanneU, Q.C, and Carver; Joseph Walton, Q.C, 
and J. A. Hamilton. Solicitors : Thomas Cooper & Co. ; Wdtons, 
Johnson, Bubb cfe Whatton. W. J. B. 



7. LOCAL GOYEENXEET— SEWEES — Single drain draining 
several houses — Liability to repair — Public Health Act, 1875 
(c. 65), ». 41 — Hastings Improvement Act, 1885 (c. cxcvt.), «. 148. 
Section 41 of the Public Health Act, 1875, empowers a local 
authority, on application made to them stating that a drain is 
a nuisance or injurious to health, to enter the premises, and, if 
the drain appears to be in bad condition, or to require altera- 
tion or amendment, to give notice to the owner or occupier to 
do the necessary works. Section 148 of the Hastings Improve- 
ment Act, 1885, in cases where two or more houses are con- 
nected with a single private drain which conyeys their drainage 
into a public sewer, gives the corporation aU the powers con- 
ferred by sect. 41 of the Act of 1875. The owner of serenl 
houses connected with a single drain conveying their draina^* 
into a public sewer applied for a mandamus to the corporation to 
repair and maintain the drain. No implication had been made 
under sect. 41 of the Act of 1875 .—Held, that the Act of 1885 
did not empower the corporation to require the owner to repair 
and maintain the drain, and the corporation were liable !• 
repair and maintain ii The Queen v. Matob, &o., or Hast- 
XKCH9. Nov. 6. Div. Ct (Grantham and Wright J J.). 

Ck>unsel: Maemorran, Q.C, and S. O. Lushington ; B09tm9^ 
Q.C, and A. H. Trevor. Solicitors: Charles H. W. Osbom, fi« 
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Touag, Son & Coles, Hastings ; Lyddll is Sons, for B. F. Meadows, 
Town Caerk of Hastings. P. B. H. 



8. KRBIIfOIiXB — VXW 8EWES IX BUBSTlTUTUm 70B 
(BWIB BDOOnnniSD — Connecting drain, expense of maMng — 
Metropolis Management Act, 1855 (c. 120), ss. 69, 73. Where a 
ivbyin the metropc^ have made a new sewer in substitution 
far an old one which is discontinued under the Metropolis 
Mttflgement Act, 1855, s. 69, they cannot make the owner of 
pranifles which drained into the old sewer pay the expense of 
DsldDg a drain connecting his premises with the new sewer 
nnder seei 78 of the Act, although the drain which connected 
\k premises with the old sewer was insufScient. Yestbt of 
fir. Mabtin-in-thb-Fiblds v. Wabd. Nov. 14. 0. A. (Lord 
Eflher M.R, Lopes L. J. and Bigby L. J.). 

Coimsd: Maemorran, Q,C., and Seven; Channell, Q.C, and 
i. C, Glen, Solicitors : Fladgate <k Co. ; Angell, Imbert-Terry A 
Page. E. L. 



8. PimOH — CAHCELLAHOV — Chief constable of county — 
honfocity by infirmity — Attendance for medical examination — 
FdUoe authority — Illegal stoppage of pension — Mandamus — 
FtlksAd, 1890 (c. 45), s, 1 (a), (5); s. 5, sul-ss. 1, 3, 4, 7; 
i 12. The Standing Joint Committee of Warwickshire, who 
He {he police authority for the county, required their former 
duef oonstable, to whom they had granted a pension on the 
pnmd of incapacity by infinnity, to attend at Warwick on 
fte Slat of August, 1894, between 12 and 3 p.m , for the pur- 
fm of being examined by two doctors, and if he failed to do 
tohis pension was to be cancelled and he was to be struck off 
Ihe list of pensioners. The pensioner, who had assigned his 
Knoon to a trustee for himself, his wife and family, was 
Msidiog in Portugal, and had been already privately examined 
«t Warwick in the previous month of March by a doctor who 
kd certified his continued infirmity. In the year 1891 the 
leukuier had been declared a bankrupt, and in 1892 a warrant 
nd been issued against him on the ground that he being out 
U England did not attend his adjourned examination in bank- 
tBftej on the 11th of May, 1892. 

^Thfi pensioner did not attend at Warwick in compliance with 
leqiusition of the joint committee, and they cancelled the 

Sdd, (1) upon the evidence, that the joint committee had 
their power under the PoUco Act, 1890, sect. 5, of requiring 
attendance at Warwick of the pensioner, not for the pur 
of satisfying themselves as to his continued incapacity, 
for the purpose of assisting the Bankruptcy Court ; and 
itly that they had exceeded their jurisdiction, and the 
was not bound to comply with their requisition; 
^t the committee had no power under the Act to cancel 
pension without giving the pensioner the option of re- 
itement in the force; (3) that the committee had power 
* PRBcnbe the time and place for the examination ; and 
() that the pensioner and his assignee were entitled to a 
■BdamiiB calling upon the oonunittee to show cause why they 
Add not pay to the applicants the arrears of the pension. 
■» Qchh V, LoBD Lbioh and Othbbs. Nov. 14, C. A. 
M«y and A. L. Smith L.J J.). 
Ownud: Lickent^ Q,C., and Atherley Jones; Channell, Q.C., 



and Darlington, Solicitors 
for Field, Leamington. 



C. Perrott Smith ; Field & Boscoe, 
W.W.K. 



10. YRK(mCE^TXSn'--Leaveto8ignjudgment^Judgmentnot 
signed— Administration— Priority— 'Rules of the Supreme Court, 
Order xrv. ; Order XLI, rr. 3, 4. An order under Order xnr., 
giving the plaintiff liberty to sign final judgment for a debt 
against the administratrix of a deceased debtor is not equiva- 
lent to signing judgment, and therefore, if not followed up by 
the actual signing of judgment, does not give the plaintiff 
priority over other creditors in the administration of the 
estate. Clipfobd v. Gxtbney. Nov. 11. Kekewich J. 

Counsel : Micklem ; Dunham. Solicitors : Pearce- Jones A Co. ; 
a P. Pritchard. Ct. L F. C. 

11. PBACrnCOB— EJEOIKEirT ACnO'B--Defendant in possession 
^Beceiver— Jurisdiction -Judicature Act, 1873 (c 66), s. 25, 
sub-s. 8. In a pending action to recover possession of land, the 
Court has, under sect 25, sul>^^eci 8, of the Judicature Act, 1873, 
jurisdiction to appoint a receiver at the instance of the plaintiff 
though the defendant is in possession, where the Court is 
satisfied that it is just and convenient so to do. Principle of 
decision of Kekewich J., ante p. 158 (6), aflanned ; order reversed 
on the facts. Foxwbll v. Yak Geuttbn. Nov. 18. C. A. 
(Lord Eussell of KiUowen C. J., Lindley and A. L. Smith L. J J). 

Counsel: Warrington, Q.C, and Boome; Benshaw, Q.C, and 
Mark Bomer. Solicitors: Collyer-Bristow <fe Co.; Bobbins 
Billing & Co., for James Clarke, Preston. H. C. J* 



13. FUBUO HEALTH ACT, 1875 (o. 55), i. 267— HOHOK— 

Service by post— Evidence. Under sect. 267 of the Public Health 
Act, 1875, in order to prove service of a notice by letter through 
the post, it is necessary to show that the letter was " prepaid.'* 
An affidavit stating that a notice by letter disputing an appor- 
tionment of drainage expenses was addressed to the local 
authority, and put into the post by the deponent, but not 
stating that the letter was prepaid, was held insufficient as 
evidence of service. Walthamstow Ubbab Distbiot Couboil 
V. Henwood. Nov. 11, 12. Kekewich J. 

Counsel: Naldrett; Fleetwood Pritchard. Solicitors: (?. 
Houghton ; H. H. Wells. C. C. M. D. 



13. BXVSHUS— DIOOia TiJL—Assessm^t ofprofiU or gains^ 
Deduction — Sum employed as capital — Income Tax Act, 1843 (e. 35), 
s. 100, Sched. D, Case 1, Bute 3 ; Cases 1 <fc 2, Bule 1. Decision 
of Court of Appeal, [1896] 1 Q. B. 41, affirmed without hearing 
respondent's counsel, and appeal dismissed with costs on the 
ground that the sum paid to the manager was, as a matter of 
fact, part of the consideration for the purchase of the business 
and was therefore a sum " employed as capital " in the conoem, 
and could not be deducted in the assessment of profits. Their 
Lordships reserved their opinions upon the other questions 
raised by the decision of the Court of Appeal. Botal Insitb* 
ANCE CoMPANT, App. ; Watson, Bbsp. Nov. 12. H. L. (Lord 
Halsbury L.O. and Lords Herschell, Maonaghten, Shand, and 
Davey). 

Counsel : Joseph Walton, Q.C, and W. H. Eorsfall {A. Hyslap 
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MatcuM with them); Sir B. FitOay^ Q.C., and Danekweris. 
Solicitors: G. L. F. Eyrt & Co., for Gamett, Tarhet dt Co. 
Liyerpool; Solicitor of Inland Bevenue. J. M. M. 



14. BXYEHUB — PB0BAT1 DUTY — Foreign mortffage-^ Local 
situation of asset. Decision of the Court of Appeal, [1896] 
1 Q. B. 354), afliimed without hearing the respondent's counsel, 
and appeal dismissed with costs. Lobd Sudklet add Othebs, 
Apps.; Attobnet-Gbnebal, Kesp. Not. 13. K L. (Lords 
Halsbury L.G. and Lords Herschell, Macnaghten, Shand, and 
Davey). 

Counsel: Channdl, Q.C., Farwdl, Q.C., and A. M. Bremner; 
Sir B. K Webster, A.-G,, Sir B. Finiay, S.-G., and Vaughan 
Hawkins. Solicitors: J. A. Bertram; Solicitor of Inland 
Bevenue, J. M. M. 



16. SHIP — GHABTXBPAXTY — Successive ships — ApproacimcUe 
dates of arrival — Obligation of charterers to load — Damages for 
detention of ship— Towage clause — De^y — Salvage service— Allow- 
able deviation. A charterparty (excepting perils of the sea and 
allowing towage service) proTided for the successiye arrival at a 
foreign loading port of five steamers, between August and 
December indusive, ''as nearly as possible a steamer a month," 
at approximate dates afterwards agreed upon, and imposed 
upon the charterers the obh'gation of presenting cargo within 
twenty-four hours after notice of each ship's readiness to 
receiye it. Owing to perils of the sea, ship No. 2 arrived about 
a fortnight late; and, while she was loading, ship No. 3 a^ved 
punctually. There was not su£9cient labour to load the two 
shipe at once, and ship No. 3 had to wait for her cargo till the 
loading of ship No. 2 was completed: — Held, that the ship- 
owners were entitled to damages for the detention of ship 
No. 3. 

Ship No. 4 arrived three weeks late at her Australian port 
owing to her having, while on the voyage to that port, fallen 
in with a disabled ship and towed her to Mauritius as a salvage 
service. Such towage was out of the course of the voyage and 
took three weeks to effect. The arbitrator having found that 
the delay caused by this towing was not so great as to frustrate 
the object of the adventure : — Held, that the salvage service was 
an allowable deviation within the contract between the ship- 
owners and the charterers, and consequently that the char- 
terers were bound to load ship No. 4 on her arrival. Potteb & 
Co. V. BuBBELL & Son. Nov. 7. 0. A. (Lindley and A. L. 
Smith L. JJ.) affirming Day and Lawrance JJ. 

Counsel: Cohen, Q.C., and T. E. Scrutton; Bigliam, Q.C., and 
J. E. Bankes. Solicitors : Barker, Garrett A Holman ; Bottertll 
A Boche, W. W. K. 

16. TXNAHT JPOB UFS AHD EEMAIVDIBIIAH ~ SETTLSD 
S8TATE — Bepairs of mansion-house — Payvneiit of cost out of 
capital — Jurisdiction of Court. A testator by his will made in 
1881 devised his real estate, and bequeathed his residuary 
personal estate, unto and to the use of three trustees, their hairs, 
executors, and administrators, according to the nature of the 
property, upon trust to make a settlement of his real estate 
upon trust for his sister, for her life, for her separate use with- 
out power of anticipation, but, nevertheless, without impeach- 



ment of waste, vrith remainder to her second and other younger 
sons successively in tail male, with remainders over. The 
settlement was to contain powers of management, leasing, sale 
and exchange and partition, and to reinyest the proceeds of sale 
in lands to be settled to.the same uses as the land sold. UntQa 
settlement had been made the trustees were to stand poeBoaed 
of the real estate upon such trusts and subject to such pcnrers 
as it would be subject to in case the settlement had been mada 
The trustees were to stand possessed of the testator's residiiary 
personalty upon trust to convert the same into money, and 
with the proceeds to purchase lands to be settled in the bubb 
manner as the real estate. The trustees might postponB the 
conversion and reinvestment so long as they should think fit, 
and might make out of the income or capittd of his peiBonal 
estate any outiay for the benefit of his estate The 
died in November, 1895. Li July, 1896, the testator's i 
the first tenant for life under the will, took out a sunmans, to 
which the trustees and the plaintiff's infant son, the fint 
tenant in tail in remainder, were defendants, asking thstthe 
trustees might be directed, out of the testator's personal estate 
in their hands, to apply a sufficient portion in payment far 
certain proposed repairs to the roof and other parts of the 
mansion-house. The tenant for life and the infant tenant is 
tail were living in the house. There was evidence that the 
testator had neglected to keep the house in jnoper repair, and 
that the roof was in a dangerous state by reason of diyiot 
An architect, who had examined the hotise, deposed thai it was 
absolutely necessary for the safety of the house, and to STolda 
complete collapse of the roof, that the repairs in question shoold 
be done. The cost was estimated at 1140/. The plaintiif 
deposed that she estimated the net annual income of the settled 
realty and personalty at 7500/., and that the annual cost d 
keeping up the mansion-house, stables, gardens, Ac., vonU 
amount to about 1500/. "It would be impossible for me to 
pay for the cost of the proposed work out of my income withort 
serious embarrassment, as it would involve a great reduction it 
my present expenditure, if I am to do my duty as a readent 
landowner, and, owing to the neglect of the last seven yeai^ 
the ordinary estate repairs will be unusually heavy during the 
next three or four years." It was admitted that the Settled 
Land Acts did not apply :— 

Edd, that the evidence did not shew that the propoeed 
repairs were in the nature of salvage the cost of which it ^ 
impossible to pay otherwise than out of capital, and that iher» 
fore the Court had (independently of the special provisioDB ol 
the will) no power under its general jurisdiction to direct, th 
payment of the costs out of capital. 

Held also, that the power given by the will to the tmsteee, t( 
make out of the income or capital of the personal estate an] 
outlay for the benefit of the estate, did not authorize the trti 
tees to make out of capital any payment which would othenns 
have been properly payable only out of income, or vies tw* 
In re Lobd db Tablet. Lbighton v. Lkiohtoh. Not. M 
North J. 

In re De Teissier, [1893] 1 Ch. 153, followed. 

In re Jackson, 21 Ch. D. 786 ; /n re Household, 27 Ch. D. 55? 
and Conway y. Fenton, 40 Ch. D. 512, distinguished. 

Counsel: Swinfen Eady, Q.C., and Butcher; Vernon Sm 
Q.a, and Methold. Solicitors: Chester & Co. ; Bowdiffes, Rm 

&Co. w.L.a^ 
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tITOTICB to SOZJOITOBa 



Wi& Ab vie99 of imuring (he greatest poseihle accuracy and 
rtfidiijf m ike varioue ptibUcatione connected with the Law 
S1FOB7S, Ae Council ¥riU he obliged^ if the SoUciiore to whom 
t^pUcaUon i$ made by any Reporter acting for the Council^ 
M as soon as possible after application furnish the neces- 
mrji Papers^ togeAer with any infomutUon in their power as to 
Ae nawies of ike various Solicitors engaged in the case. At the 
mme <tMa, ike Council ihankfully acknowledge the assistance 
Asjf have already received from so many menibers of the Pro- 
femm in fwmithing the papers required to prepare accurate 
ftports. 



TABLE OF CASES. 



BiowH, In re. BitowN v. Acohb . 
CuBKE, Afp. ; Eabl of Dukrayev, Resp. 



FAOB 

. ChiUyJ. 164 
The Satanita 

H,L, IGl 

CcuoE 9. M'KNianT ff.L, IGi 

MnnvLmx (Coustt Ck>i7irciL or) v. Assessment CoMinTTEE of 

St. GioBos's Union C. ^. 164 

Parli V. HOBHIBBOOK Stirling J. I6i 

SmAniM £SD Gbnxbal Estates Gompant, In re . Chitt^ J. 164 

WoOD^ £1 r«. 2Sv parte Fahsbawb . Vavghan Williams J. 163 



OOUET OP APPEAL. 



Beoobd ov Busnsnifis. 



COURT I. 

Fbidat, XoTember 20. 

^ Gnmif CouneU of Middlesex y. Aueetment Committee of St. George's 
' Mbn. Appeal from Gave and Wills JJ. Dismissed. 

I 

MoNDAT, Xoyember 23. 
I 

umiiM Brewery Company, Limited r. OQby. Appeal fxom Day J. 



Same y. Same, Appeal from Day J. Dismissed. 

JfOe Bnd DieOOery Company, Limited y. Oilby. Appeal trom Day J 



letiton Y.Verbande Zeitungfur die Verein Credit Reform, dc. Appeal 
&om Day J. Dismissed. 

TuMDAT, Noyember 24. 
Wddom y. Faithful. Application for judgment or new trial. DIb- 



Settitt y. Spien A Ponfi^ Limited. Applioation for judgment or 

aew trial. DismSasSb. 
Kewman y. Smith. Application for judgment or new trial. Dis- 

missed. 
West of Bntj^nd Fire and Life Insuranee Company y. Ttaaee. Appeal 

fronOoUinsJ. Part heard. 
No. id --1898. 



Wednesday, Noyember 25. 
West of England Fire and Life Insuranee Company v. I8aa4ss. Appeal 
from GolUos J. Dismissed. 

Teubsdat, Noyember 26. 
London County Council v. Grove. Appeal from Pollock B. and 
Bmoe J. Part heard. 



. COURT 11. 

Thubsdat, Noyember 19. 



IJfarc/* y. Joseph. Appeal from Kekewioh J. The appeal of; the 
Attorney-General . 
Same y. Same. The appeal of J. E. Green. 
Same y. Same. The appeal of J. Clear. Part heard. 



Fbidat, Noyember 20. 
Wright y. TugaeU. Appeal from North J. 



Cur. 



In re Bobinton. 

adv. mUt 

Liebig's Extract of Meat Company, Limited y. Chemist Co-operative 
Society, Limited, and Others. Appeal from Kekewich J. Dis- 
missed. 

Monday, Noyember 23. 
Marsh y. Joseph. Appeal from Kekewich J. The appeal of the 

Attorney-General. 
Sami y. Same. The appeal of J. E. Green. 
Same v. Same. The appeal of J. Clear. Hearing continued. 

TuBBDAY, Noyember 24. 

Ditto. Hearing concluded. Cur. adv. vult. 

In re StcuxiH-Keown. Boyd y. Gilmour. Appeal from North J. To 

be mentioned on minutes. 
Harris y. Bourne & Grant. Appeal from Bomer J. Part heard. 

Wbdvbsdat, Noyember 25. 

Edwards y. Harris. Motion for security for costs of appeal. Granted. 

Bipley y. Bandey. Appeal from Kekewioh J. Allowed. 

Fairdough y. Manchester Ship Canal Company. Appeal from Keke- 
wich J. Ordered to stand oyer for further eyidenoe. 

British Natural Premium Pracident Association y. Bywater. Appeal 
from Kekewich J. Allowed. 

Harris y. Bourne & Grant. Appeal from Bomer J. Allowed in part. 



During the sittings of the Courts The Weekly Notes via heptMished 
on Saturday, and will generally comprise Notes of Decisions up to and 
including those of the previous Thursday. AU cases of permantnt 
interest noted herein will be reported infuU in The Law Bepobts. 



NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



These notes are numibered for eonvesidenes ofrrferenes^ 
e.g. W. N. C96) 163 (1). 



L BAVXBUFTOT — JUBI8DICnOV — Charging order — Soli- 
citors Act, 1860 (c. 127), s. ^^Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (c. 52), 
8s. 93, 104. The judge of the High Court in Bankruptcy has 
no jurisdictioo, as such, to make a charging order under sect. 28 
of the Solicitors Act, 1860; but as a judge of the High Court, 
before whom any such matter or proceeding has been heard or 
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shall be depending, lie lias jtuisdiction to make suchjanl order, 
in re Wood. JSx parte Fakbhawil Not. 10. Yaugban 
Williams J. 

Ooonsel: Hamell; Muir Mackenzie* Solicitors: E, H, Fan- 
skawe; Raphael A Co, H. L. F. 



2. GOXFAVT — LIQinSAXIOV — Debentures — Charge on pro- 
perty both present and future — Uncalled capitaJ, The company 
was authorized by its memorandnm and articles to borrow on a 
charge of any of its property^ both present and fature, including 
its uncalled capital. In 1890 debentures were issued which 
charged " the undertaking and all the property whatsoerer and 
wheresoerer both present and future'' with payment of the 
sums advanced. The company subsequently went into liqui- 
dation : — Edd, that the debentures were a charge on the pro- 
perty of the company as it existed at the commencement of the 
winding-up, but did not include the then uncalled capital. 
In re Stbiatham aitd General Estates Company, Ldoted. 
Nov. 19. ChittyJ. 

Gounsel : B, E, Moore ; Peterson ; A. W, Itowden. Solicitors : 
C. E. T. Wharton; J. D. Arthur; E. C. Qodfray. W. 0. D. 



3. XiCBOW — AGBSBXnr FOB LBA0B — Parol evidence 
The plaintiff, a spinster, signed an agreement for a lease of a 
house to her by the defendant, and was at the same time 
infonned by the defendant's solicitor that it was subject to the 
defendant being satisfied as to her responsibility. The defen- 
dant afterwards signed the agreement, and gave it to his soli- 
citor with instructions not to part with it unless the idaintiff 
obtained two other persons as joint lessees. The plaintiff 
declined to comply with this condition : — Eeld, that evidence 
to -shew that the parties never came to an agreement was 
admissible ; that the true effect of the transaction was that the 
defendant declined to enter into an agreement on the terms of 
the written document, but made a counter offer which was 
declined, and that there was no contract. Pattle r. Hobni- 
BBOOK. Nov. 21. Stirling J. 

Gounsel: Oermaine; Eastings, Q.C., and Younger, Solicitors: 
Rogers, EarUey A Bastard; Nishet, Daw & Nisbet. H. B. H. 



App.; Eajbl of Dunbavbn, Bbsp.; The Satanita. Nov. 19- 
H.L. (Lord Halsbury L.O., and Lords Herschell, Macnaghten, 
Shand, and Davey). * >. . .,. v; 

Counsel: Sir B. T, Beid, Q.C., and E. B. ' Pollard; Sir W, 
PhiUimore, Joseph Walton, Q,C., and L, Batten. Solicitors: 
Thomas Cooper A Co, ; WaJtons, Johnson, Bubb A WhcUtan, 

J. M. M« 



6. 8HIF — KAXETm UBK 'FOB HKIUISWB — Mortgage, 
The British law that if, for the actual ooUisian between two 
ships, one of them only is to blame she must bear a marituM 
lien for the amount of the damage sastained by the otte, 
which has priority not only to the interest of her owner bat of 
her mortgagees, obtains in Scotland. 

But it is of the essence of this rule that the damage in rospeck 
to which a maritime lien is admitted must be either the direct 
result of, or the natural consequence of, a wrongful act or 
manoeuvre of the ship to which it attaches. Where, therofore, 
the vessel E. was moored by ropes passing over the vessel D, 
and a gale arising the master of D., to secure the safety of his 
vessel by sailing to sea, cut the moorings of E,, which in con- 
sequence drifted on the rocks and was damaged, such acaaedoes 
not fall under the rule of maritime lien; and a mortgagee of I>. 
must be preferred to the owner of E. ; the injuries sustained 
by E, not being owing to any movement of the veaael D, 
but wholly occasioned by an act of D,'s crew— not done in 
the course of her navigation, but for the pnrpooe of reBoafiag 
an obstacle which prevented her from starting on her voyage 
out to sea. Cubbie v. M'Knioht (22 B. 607). Nov. 16. H.L. 
(Lord Halsbury L.O., and Lords Watson, Herschell, Morris, 
and Shand). 

Counsel: Joseph Walton, Q.C., and A, 8, D. Thomson (of the 
Scottish Bar); A. Oraham Murray, L.A., Q,C., and Sir Walter 
PhUlimore, Q.C. Solicitors : Thomas Cooper A Co., for John E. 
WHson, Glasgow; Morton, Smart A Macdonald, W.8,, Edin- 
burgh; Grahames, Currey A Spens, for Wd>ster, Will A Ritchie, 
>S./Sf.a, Edinburgh. G.J.W. 



4. POdt-KATE — ^SXXXFnOV — County Council — Occupation 
for administrative purposes — Bateability, Eeld (affirming the 
judgment of a Divisional Oourt, reported [1896] 2 Q. B. 148), 
that premises used by a county council for the purposes of the 
administrative business of tiie county are not exempt from 
rating. County Council of Middlesex v, Asbessiient Com- 
HiTTEB ov St. George's Union. Nov. 20. C. A. (Lord Esher 
M.B., Lopes L. J. and Bigby L. J.). 

Counsel : Danckwerts ; Bosanquet, Q.C, and Byde, Solicitors: 
B, Nicholson; W, J, Eraser. E. L. 



6« 8KIF— OOIXmOK — Damages — Contract overriding limita- 
tion qf liability — Merchant Shipping Act Amendment Act, 1862 
(e. 68), s. 64. Decision of the Court of Appeal, [1896] P. 248, 
aiBimed without hearing the respondent's counsel. Clabkb, 



7. WILL — OOMTRUCIiOH— G»/if to "surviving cWdrna''- 
One survivor only. A testator, who died in 1844, made five 
specific devises of his copyhold property to his five children, 
subject to the life interest therein of their mother, and con- 
tinued: "Andif any or either of my said children should happen 
to die without having lawful issue their share or shares of 
such property to go and be equally divided among the surviTOg 
children share and share alike." 

One of the daughters died a spinster in 1896 ; at her death 
her brother Joseph was the testator's only surviving child; and 
the question was whether the daughter's share passed on her 
death without issue to her brother Joseph, as the surviTing 
child of the testator, or to her customary heir. 

Eeld, following Eeam v. Baker, 2 K. & J. 888, that "sur- 
viving children" included a sole surviving child, and canse- 
quently that the daughter's share passed 4o her brother Joseph. 
In re Bbown. Bbown v, Agomb. Nov. 18. Chitty J. 

Counsel: T. L, Wilkinson; 0, Eenderson, Solicitors: J^9 
A Gardiner, for E, C, Browning, Bedditch. 

w.aB. 
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With ike view of inmtring ike greaieei pouihle aceuraey and 
mfHSJtji m ike varume pubUeaOane eownecied voUk ike Law 
BiFOBXS, ike (hwneU mil he Miged^ if ike Solicitare to wkom 
^^pUcaHon ie made &y any Be^orier acHng for tke Council^ 
mil 09 9oon as poeeible after application fumiek ike necee- 
Mfjf Poperx, together witk any information in tkeir power as to 
Oenames of tke varions Solicitors engaged in tkecase. At ike 
tome Hme^ ike Council thankfully acknowledge the (usistance 
% have already received from so many members of ike Pro- 
fettm in furnishing ike papers required to prepare accurate 
reports. 



TABLE OF CASES. 
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OOUET OP APPEAL. 



Beoobd ov Busihbsp, 



OOUBT I. 

Fbidat, November 27. 

^^»^ County CouneU y. (hove. Appeal from Pollook B. and 
BiQfle J. Dismiflaed. 



Batubdat, NoTember 28. 

HynovO, Stonehouie and Devonport Trams Company v. General ToUt 
Company, Limited, Appeal from Day J. Allowed. 

^of^ham Baihtay and Jarradale Timber Company, Limited v. 
AUen, Appeal from Mathew J. Part heard. 

No. 46.-1896. 



Monday, November 30. 

GaUoway y. Edtedon. Appeal from Day J. Allowed. ' 

Boberte v. Security Company, Limited, Appeal from Grantham and 

Wright JJ. DiBmiraed. 
Engdhart y. Farrant & Co, and T. J. lAplon. Appeal from Grantham 

and Wright J J. Part hear I 

TuBa>AT, December 1, 

EngtXhart y. Farrant A Co. and T. J. LipUm. Appeal from Grantham 

and Wright JJ. Cur, adv. vutt. 
Rockingham SaUway and Jarradale Timber Company, Limited y. 

AUen. Appeal from Mathew J. DiBmiBsed. 



Wbdnbbdat, December 2. 

Engdhart y. Farrant & Co, and T, J, Lipion. Appeal firom Grantham 

and Wright JJ. Diamiiaed. 
Smdting Company of Auetralia, Limited y. Commiseionere of Inland 

Bevenue. Appeal firom Pollock B. and Bmce J. Diimiaied. 
Attom0y'General y. Baron Wokftrtan. Appeal fioni Pollook B. and 

Bmce J. Part heard. 



COURT II. 

Thvbsdat. Noyember 26. 

Ln re Horwitz and Hclden*$ OontracL Appeal from Kekewioh J. 

Dismissed. 
in re Stephenaon, Donaldeon r. Bamber, Appeal from Kekewich J. 

Allowed. 
In re Economic Fire Cffiee. Appeal from Yanghan [.Williams J. 
. Part heard. 



8ATT7BDAT, Noycmbcr 28. 

In re Bcbineon. WHg'U y. Tugwsll Appeal from North J. Dis< 
missed. 



Fbidat, Noyember 27. 

In re Economic Fire Ogice. Appeal from Vaughan Williams J. Dis- 
missed. 
Bueeell y. Hayward. Appeal from Bomer J. Part heard. 



Monday, Noyember 30. 

Bueeell y. Hayward, Appeal from Romer J. Allowed. 
Perhine y. Knight. Appeal from Bomer J. Part heard. 



Perkine y. Knight. 
Afkineon y. Morrie. 



TvBDAY, December 1. 

Appeal from Romer J. Dismissed. 
Appeal hem Gorell Barnes J. Part heard. 



AthiMon y. Morrie, 
Botoland y. MidieU, 



Wednesday, December 2. 
Appeal from Gorell Barnes J. Dismissed. 
Appeal from Bumer J. Dismissed. 



During (he eiUinge of the Courie The Weekly Notes viQ hepMiehed 
on Saturday, and will generally eompriee Notee of Dedeione up to and 
ineltiding thoee of the previoue Thursday. AU caeee of permanent 
interest noted herein will he reported infvU in The Law Befobts. 
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NOTE& OF DECISIONS. 



S%M0 noUt ore ntmbend for comvmimce of rrfermiM^ 
e.g; W. N. (96) 166 (1> 



1* ABUBALTT — WAGES — Forfeiture — Deductions — Jder- 
<hani Shipping Act, 1894 (c. 60), 8. ^S^—OratuUies to master. 
In an action in rem in a connly court, by a master for wages 
and disbnisements, the owners of the yessel contended that a 
sum of 116/. was improperly deducted by the master for 
'' slops " supplied by him to seamen whose wages were forfeited 
by desertion, and that a sum of 452. should be credited to the 
owners, being the total of three gratuities received by the 
master from the merchants on the discharge of cargoes. On 
appeal :— 

ffeld, affirming the decision of the county court judge, first, 
that the " wages forfeited for desertion " which are to be paid 
into the Exchequer, xmder sect 232 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894 (c. 60), are the wages due after all proper deductions 
have been made, in which deductions the master may include 
the price of stores supplied to the seamen on account of wages 
with the knowledge of the owners; and, secondly, that the 
master was entitled to retain sums giyen him by merchants by 
way of gratuity for doing his duty extra well both to the mer- 
chants and to his owners. Thb Fabkdals. Dec. 1. Diyi- 
sional Court (Sir F. H. Jeune Pres., and €k>rell Barnes J.). 

Counsel: Lauriston Batten; Aspinall, Q,C,^ and T. E. Mans- 
fidd. Solicitors : Day, BusseU & Brougham^ for C. A, M, Light- 
hound, Liyerpool ; Collins cfe Tumey, Whitehaven. T. L. M. 



2. BAVXBUPIOT — JUDOXEHT GREDITOB — C^r^tn^ order 
on judgment dthtot's share in a partnership — Bankruptcy ofjudg- 
ment debtor^" Secured creditor"*— Partnership Act, 1890 (c. 89), 
s. ^^-'Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (c, 52), ss. 45, 168. On the 27th of 
April, W. Wild, a judgment creditor of W. Southwood, obtained, 
under sect. 23 of the Partnership Act, 1890, an order charging 
Southwood's interest in a partnership with the payment of the 
judgment debt and costs. On the Ist of June a bankruptcy 
petition was presented against Southwood grounded on an act 
of bankruptcy committed by him on the 17th of April. Wild 
was not aware of the act of bankruptcy when he obtained his 
charging order. On the 2nd of June the partners of Southwood, 
on a summons taken out by Wild, were ordered to pay into 
Court the amount of the judgment debt and costs, which they 
did. On the 15th of June a receiving order was made against 
Southwood. On a summons taken out by Wild that the money 
in Court might be paid out to him i—Held, that as the title of 
the trustee in bankruptcy related back to the 17th of April, 
Wild was not a " secured creditor " of the bankrupt within the 
meaning of sect. 168 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1888 ; neither had 
he completed his execution by seizure and sale within the 
meaning of sect. 45 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. The trustee 
in bankruptcy was therefore entitled to the money in Court. 
Wild v. Southwood. Nov. 16. Vaughan Williams J. 

Counsel: ff. Terrell; HanselL Solicitors: Wild <fe Wild; 
Field, Boscoe db Co. H. L. F. 



3» COMPAHY — BISTBESS — Voluntary mnding^p—lnjmdm 
—Mining lease— Bills of Sale Act, 1878 (c. 31), as. 4, 6— JJtya- 
tration, SemUe, the Court has power to restiain further pro- 
ceedings under a distress levied at the commencement of a 
winding-up, but not completed by sale; but this power vill not 
be exercised in the absence of special circumstances renderiDg 
it inequitable to allow the landlord to proceed. The fact that 
a landlord has levied a distress in the interval between the 
passing of the two resolution necessary for a voluntary wind- 
ing-up is not a ground for the interference of the Conri A 
power of distress in a mining lease empowering the landlord to 
seize chattels belonging to the lessee in or about the demised 
premises, or any adjoining or neighbouring collieries, for aiwan 
of rent, is a licence to take possession of personal chatteb as 
security for a debt within sect. 4 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1S78, 
and is not excepted from the operation of that section by sect 6, 
and the lease containing such power requires registration as a 
bill of sale. In re Boundwood Collixbt Compant. Lb r. 
BouNDWOOD CoLLiEBY COMPANY. Nov. 28. Stirling J. 

Counsel: Buckley, Q.C., and Emtace Smith; Easting*, Q.C., 
and Upjohn; Younger. Solicitors: J.^B.Qole; Bell,Brodrick 
& Gray, agents for Parker, Bhodes <t Co., Botherham; Bad/ord 
dh Frankland, agents for Pashley <S: ffodgkinson, Botherham. 

H.B.H. 



4. OOXPAHY— BEGISTEB OF UOVlQAlSEB— Bight of Ddm- 
ture-holder to inspect and take copies — Companies Act, 1862 (c. 89) 
s. 48. The right of a creditor or member of a campany to 
inspect the register of mortgages under sect 43 of the Com- 
panics Act, 1862, includes a right to take copies of the register. 
Nblson v. Anglo- Amsaioak Land MoBTaAOE and A«ih€T 
Company, Lihited. Not. 28. Stirling J. 

Counsel : Buckley, Q.C., and B, Younger ; Eastings, Q.C., and 
A. James. Solicitors : Eenry Smith ; Dale, Newman <fc Eood. 

G.A.S. 



6« OOUFASY-WtBiaiBiS^JlT— Contributory— Shares issued d 
discount — Private company — Eoxessive price for property sold to 
company — Practice. The Court disapproves of the practice rf 
uniting in one summons a claim for misfeasance in respected 
the alleged improper issuing of shares, and a claim for a decla- 
ration that persons are liable as contributories in respect of 
such shares. And although it is sometimes oonyenient, when 
it is sought to obtain a decision as to the liability of a class of 
contributories, for the liquidator to issue a summons aeldng for 
a declaration as to their liability, it is not the ordinary practice 
to do so, and an additional claim for an order for payment 
of the amount of the liability is wrong. The practice to be 
ordinarily followed is that pointed out by the statutes and roles, 
Tiz., for the liquidator to make out a list of contributories and 
haye the question of liability determined on an application to 
remove a name or names from the list. The principle of the 
rule, that filing a written contract with the Begistrar of Joint 
Stock Companies does not free the shareholder from the obliga- 
tion to pay for the shares in cash where they have been receiTed 
as a bonus or gift, applies to caees where some confiideratioi 
has been given for shares, but the consideration being groesly 
inadequate is a sham pro tanto. The Court may in such a case 
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(it iDy nte when the consideiatioa for the shar^ is property 
sold to the company by persans who are both yendors to it and 
the shareholders in it) go behind the contract in a winding-up 
toaseertain what part of the conBideration is real and what 
put nnreal or lUnsory ; bnt the onus liea on the liquidator to 
make out a special case to justify the Oourt in so doing; and 
the Oonrt will inquire into the adequacy of the consideration 
tf a whole^ and will not readily suspect insufficiency because to 
one or more items of the property sold an excessive considera- 
tioa has been appropriated in the contract. In re E. J. WsAoa^ 
Ldiitid. Not. 30. Yaughan Williams J. 

Goimsel: Sir R. B. Finlay, S,^G,, Buckley, Q.C., and Howard 
Wright; Herbert Reed, Q,C., and Coldridge; Carrington. Soli- 
dioiB : Young A San ; Colyer A Colyer ; A. K QrevUle. 

P. B. 



6. OOFYBIGHT — LTCBRAST AKD AXTI8IIC — Registration — 
Vaiidity — Trustee or agent — Book containing drawings — Copy- 
ri^ Ad, 1842 (c. 45), s. l^—Fine Arts Copyright Act, 1862 
(^ 68), w. 1, 4. Where drawings for a trade catalogue were, by 
the direction of the managing director of a printing company, 
diavn by an artist for the company, and were paid for by the 
company and used in their business, and the copyright in the 
dnwings was roistered under the Fine Arts Copyright Act, 
186S, in the name of the managing director, but without an^ 
entiy of an agreement in writing vesting the copyright in him, 
and the copyright in a book which contained the drawings, and 
ihe letterpress in which was prepared by the managing director, 
vu registered in his name under the Copyright Act, 1842 : — 
Bdd, in an action brought by the company and the managing 
dineior as plaintiffs in respect of an alleged infringement of 
^ eopyright in the drawings, that as the managing director 
acted ^roughout on behalf of the company and did not in his 
Fenonal character acquire any copyright in the drawings, he 
Ttt an agent of, and not a trustee for the company ; and that 
M he was not the person " for or on behalf of " whom the draw- 
^ were "made or executed" within sect. 1 of the Act of 
1862, nor the " person in whom the copyright was vested " 
vithin sect 4 of the same Act, the r^stration in his name 
onder that Act was bad:— ^e^c^, further, that the fact that he 
^riB the author of the letterpress in the book would not entitle 
lum to protection in respect of the drawings of which he was 
not the author ; and that as he was not the " proprietor " of the 
«op|right of the book within sect. 13 of the Act of 1842, the 
registration under that Act was also bad: — Held, therefore, 
^t although the company, whose nominee he was, happened 
fe 1» co-p]ainti£Ei9, the action was not maintainable. Under the 
Aft of 1862 it is not necessary that any agreement in writing 
should be entered on the raster where registration is in the 
"Jaiae of the person for or on behalf of whom a work of art is 
Bttde or executed for a good or valuable consideration. Pibtiy 
'.Tatloil Nov. 17, 18, 19. Kekewich J. 

Counsel: Warrington, Q.C, and Israel Davis; Renshaw, Q,C., 
Tindal Atkinson, Q.C., and Errington; Dibdin. Solicitors: 
ff^rbtrt Bentwich; Vincent A Vincent, for Bowling & Son, Leeds; 
PUman A Sons, for Herbert Denison, Leeds. C. C. M. D. 



7. K?n)BrCB— ADMSaiBILTTY - Revocation of will^DecIa- 
ntumsof testator. Declarations made by a testator after the 



date of a document propounded as his will are not admissible 
to prove either the execution or the revocation of th^ will. 
Atkiksoh v. Mobris. Dec. 2. C. A. (Lord Bussell of Kil- 
lowen C.J., and Lindley and A. L. Smith L. JJ.). 

Counsel: Bayford, Q,C., and Barnard; Inderwkk, Q.C., and 
L. D. Bowles. Solicitors: C. T. Wilkinson; A. Hunt. 

W. L. C. 



8* BBVEHtFR—STAMP— Conveyance on sale — Colonial patent 
— " Property locally situate out of the United Kingdom ''—Stamp 
Act, 1891 (c. 39), s. 59, »ubs. 1. A share in a patent granted in 
New South Wales does not come within the exception in sect. 69, 
sub-sect 1, of the Stamp Act, 1891, in respect of "property 
locally situate out of the United Kingdom"; and therefore an 
agreement made in England for the sale of such a patent is 
liable to ad valorem stamp duty under that sub-section— as 
though it were an actual conveyance or sale. Judgment of 
Divisional Court to the above effect (reported [1896] 2 Q. B. 179) 
aflftrmed. Smbltino Company op Australia, Ldhtid v. Com- 
MissiONKES OP Inland Ebvknub. Dec. 2. C. A. (Lord Esher 
M.B., Lopes L.J. and Kigby L. J.). 

Counsel : A. T. Lawrence and Leslie ; Sir R. B. Finlay, 8.-G., 
and Danekwerts. Solicitors: Ince, Colt <fc ince; Solicitor of 
Inland Revenue. ^ ^ 



9. TSVAFT FOB LOE AHD XEKAnrDSSXAH— ^JAFITAL OB 
nrCOXX — Leasehold house — Sanitary works - Public Health 
(London) Act, 1891 (c. 76), s. 121. The cost of sanitary works 
executed under the Public Health (London) Act, 1891, upon 
leasehold houses forming part of a residuary bequest to trustees 
upon trust for tenant for life and remaindermen -.—Held, pay- 
able out of the capital of the residuary estate. In re Lkveb. 
COBDWBLL V. Lbvkb. Nov. 26. Stirling J. 

Counsel : Philip Stokes ; Qrosvenor Woods, Q.C., and Metcalfe ; 
Hastings, Q, C, and Dunham ;. David Cowan. Solicitors : George 
Cordwell; Qasquet <fc Metcalfe; F. G. Cordwell ; R. K. Metcalfe. 

H. B. H. 



10. TBABB-MABK — " DIBTlHCIiVK DEVICE " —Portrait of 
designer— Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks Ad, 1888 (c 60), 
s. 10. The portrait of the designer of a trade-mark may be a 
distinctive device so as to be a good trade-mark under sect. 10 
of the above Act. Decision of Komer J., ante, p. 74, affirmed. 
Rowland v. Michell. Dec. 2. C. A. (Lord RusseU of Kil- 
lowen C.J., and Lindley and A. L. Smith L.JJ.). 

Counsel: Oswald, Q.C., and R. Edmondson; Eve, Q.C, and 
J. M. Cover. Solicitors : C. E. Oscar Walker ; C. <fe E. Wood* 
roffe. W. L. C. 



11. YEEDOB AED PUB0HA8EE — OOEDITIOKB OE BALE — 

" Outgoings ""— Agreement by vendor to discharge outgoings up to 
completion — Order to take down dangerous structures— Expenses 
of demolition— Liability of vendor. By conditions of sale of 
land the date fixed for completion was the 8th of May, all out- 
goings up to that day being cleared by the vendor. Before the 
8th of May a magistrate made an order to take down dangerous 
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stractures on the land. This oider was not complied with, and 
after the 8th of May the county council took down*the struc- 
tures, and demanded and received from the purchaser the 
expenses of so doing i^Held, that, the liability -haying been 
incurred before the 8th of May, the expenses were'" outgoings " 
within the meaning of the conditions, which thel purchaser 
was entitled to recover from the vendor. Tubbs v.!Wtnnb. 
Nov. 27. Collins J. 

Gounsel : A. J. Walter ; Charles Ourdon. Solicitors : Leonard 
Tuibbs ; Fearce & Sons. P. B. H. 



12. WILL — OOKSTEUOnOV — Qift of residuary estate to '' the 
children of the deceased son named B, of my father^s sister" A 



testator by will gave the residue of his real and personal estate 
" tmto the children of the deceased son named Bamber of my 
fiftther's sister share and share alika" 

There were three deceased sons all named Bamber of the 
sister of the testator's father:— J7e/(2, by the Court of Appeal, 
reversing the decision of Eekewich J., that the gift was void 
for uncertainty. In re Stephbnsoh. Donaldson v. Bakbie, 
Nov. 26. C. A. (Lord Bussell C.J., Lindley L.J. and A L 
Smith L J.). 

Hare v. Cartridge, 13 Sim. 165, and Lee v. Pain, 4 Haie, 201« 
249, commented on and distinguished. 

Counsel : Warrington, Q,C, and Cave ; Bramwdl Davit, Q,C., 
and W. F. Webster; Dibdin. Solicitors: Bridges, Sawtdl, 
Heywood & Co, ; Furkis db Co., for Frank Searlnf, Ilkestona 

W. W. K 
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NOTICS TO BOIiICITOBa 



Wi^ the view ofimuring the greatest possible accuracy and 
rapidity in (he various publications connected with the Law 
Reports, the Council will he obliged, if the Solicitors to whom 
appUcaiion is made by any Beporter acting for the Council^ 
wiU as soon oa possible after appliccUion furnish the neces- 
Kurji PaperSj together with any information in their poioer as to 
ike names of the various Solicitors engaged in the case. At the 
tame UmCy the Council thankfully acknowledge the assistance 
tkn have already received from so many members of the Pro- 
ftmm in furnishing the papers required to prepare accurate 
ftpofts. 



TABLE OF CASES. 

FAOB 

BiHxaiiEAD & Sons (Thomas Edward), In re 

Vaughan Williams J. 170 

Gold Kbefs of Wkstekn Austkalia v. Uawbon . North J. 171 

HifcBOBT, WHiTTnfO & N1CHOL8ON, In re . Stirling J, 172 

LOSDOH HCALTH ELECTRICAL INSTITUTE, In re 

Vaughan WiUiami J. 170 

UcMuBDo, In re, Fenheld v. McMdrdo . . North J. 17 1 
KiTiiL(LoBD William), App. ; Fine Arts and General Insur- 

ASOE Company, Resfs. JT. L. 171 

Opobto^The GoreU Barnes J. 170 

KowaaoK, In re, Wright i*. Tugwell . . . . O, A. 170 

Smwm r. Blakdy North J, 171 

Thobpi, App. ; Pbiestnall, Resp Div. Ct. 171 



COURT OP APPEAL. 



i^EOOBD OV BUSIHSSS. 



OOUBT I. 

Thursday, December 8. 

Appeal from Pollock B. and 



^'ntf-Oeneral v. Baron Wolverion. 
Brace J. Dismissed 



Friday, December 4. 

-^n re Salomon, Appeal from Mr. Registrar Giffard. DismisBed. 
h re Birkin. Appeal from Mr. Registrar Giffard. Dismissed. 
h re Larard, Appeal firom Mr. Registrar Giffard. Dismissed. 
iMtU T. B. & 8. H. Thompson, Appeal fxom Mathew J. Part heard. 



MoKDAY, December 7. 
^^i*tler,B.dt8.mThow^$on, Appeal from Mathew J. 
No. 46.— 1896. 



Dismissed. 



Tuesday, December 8. 

IHgby y. East Ham Urban District Council. Application for judgment 

or new trial. Cur. adv, vtdt. 
Leaver v. Gilson. Application for judgment or new trial. Struck 

out 
Lane v. Austin. Application for judgment or new triul. Dismissed. 
Stvann v. Pickett. Appeal from Day J. Part heard. 

Wednesday, December 9 

Bowler v. Barherton Ihalopmnd Syndicate, LiiniieO. Ap|.H!al fron« 

Bruce J. Dismissed. 
Darloio v. Bland. Application for judgment or new trial. Allowed. 
Svjann v. Vickett, Appeal fnim Day J. Uismiiised. 
Dixon V. Great Wesierti Baihcay Otrnpaiiy. Ap]ical from the Lord 

Clilef Justice. Dismissed. 

Thursday, December 10. 

McNfill v. Hill. Appeal from Grantham J. Dismissed. 

IHUman v. rrtideidial Depotiit Bank, Limited. Appeal from Wills J. 

Dismissed. 
Bolte y. Prdl, Mushall dc Co. Appeal from Mathew J. Part heaid 



COURT XL 



Thursday, December '6. 

Alma Venter Felt Company , Limited, y. FisJicr. Appeal from V.-C. ol 
County Palatine of Lancaster. Part heard. 

Friday, December 4. 

Alma Veneer Felt Company, Limited y. Fisher. Two appeals froni 
V.-C. of County Palatine of Lancaster. Dismissed. 

Barcrojt v. Smith. Appeal from V.-C. of County Palatine of Lan- 
caster. Dismissed. 

Monday, December 7. 
Brooks y. Steel and Currie. Appeal from Kekewioh J. Part heard. 

Tuesday, December 8. 
Brooks y. Steel and Currie. Appeal firom Kekewioh J. Continued. 

Wednesday, December 9. 

Pepperell y. Meusbum. Application to discharge notice of appeal us 

irrogolar. Granted. 
In re Mary Cathcart, Application for leaye to appeal. Postponed. 
Poto^ y. Birmingham Vinegar Bretoery Company. Appeal from 

Stirling J. Dismissed. 
Hollender y. Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Company. Appeal from Chitty J. 

Dismissed. 
Anglo-Frencfi Gold Fields of Australasia y. Woods, Appeal from 

Lawrance J. Allowed. 
National Guardian Assurance Company y. Foidtton. Appeal from 

Lawrance J. Allowed. 
In re W, H, Smith. Appeal from Lawranoe J. Dismissed. 



Dwrinfrihe sittings of the CourU The Weekly Notes vnU heptMished 
on Saturday, and will generally comprise Notes of Decisions up to and 
induding those of the previous Thursday. AU eases of permanent 
interest noted herein wiU he reported infvJd in The Law Reports. 
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NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



Tke$e noieB are numbered for ootivanleiMW of re/eremoe, 
e.g. W. N. (96) 170 (1). 



1. ADMIEALTY— COLLISIOK— ^or»-oii; channd—Stvin Middle 
].iifhtship—Art. 21 of Begulationsfor Preventing Collisions at Sea, 
1884. About 10.20 p.m., on August 29, 1896, the plaintiffs' 
bteamship Opal, inward bound, was proceeding up the East 
Swin Channel in the estuary of the Thames, and passed to the 
southward and eastward of the Swin Middle Lightship. 
Shortly afterwards, when about halfway between the Swin 
Middle Lightship and the North East Maplin Gas Buoy, and 
al>out 400 yards to the northward and westward of a line drawn 
from the lightship to the gas buoy, she came into collision with 
the defendants' steamship Oporto, outward bound. Both 
vessels were found to blame for errors in nayigation other than 
those arising on the question whether the Opal ought not to 
have passed to the northward and westward of the Swin Middle 
Lightship, but the Court intimated that, as the old North East 
Maplin Buoy had been replaced by an occulting gas-light buoy, 
reliance could no longer be placed on the practice sanctioned by 
the Admiralty Court in the case of the Corennie, [1894] P. 338, 
note), and by the Court of Appeal in the case of The Minnie, 
[1894] P. 336, for the navigable channel lies equally on each 
side of the Swin Middle Lightship, and, therefore, inward- 
bound steamships, having now the assistance of the gas buoy, 
must treat the lightship as midway in a narrow channel, and 
pass it on their port hand, in order to comply with art 21 of 
the Kegulations of 1884 for Preventing Collisions at Sea. Thb 
Opobto. Dec. 8. Gorell Barnes J. 

Counsel : Sir Walter Fhillimore and Butler Aspinall ; Aspinall, 
Q.C., and Lewis Noad, Solicitors: Thomas Cooper & Co,; 
William A. Crump & Son. T. L. M. 

2. CHTJBCE— CLEBOT — Preaching — Black gown. It is not 
illegal for a clergyman of the Church of England to wear a 
black gown in the pulpit while preaching. In re Bobinson. 
Wbioht V, TuGWELL. Nov. 28. C. A. (Lord Bussell of Kil- 
lowen C.J., Lindley and A. L. Smith L. JJ.). 

Counsel : Dibdin ; Fossett Lock. Solicitors : West, King, 
Adams & Co,, for Preston & Francis, Bournemouth ; Bridgman & 
Willcocks. G. I. F. C. 



3. COXPAVT — WniDIHG-UP — Admitted insolvency ^Assets 
covered by debentures. Where a petition is presented by an 
tinsecurcd creditor asking that a company may be ordered to 
be wound up on the ground that it is imable to pay its debts, 
the defence that although the company is insolvent a winding- 
up order will not result in any gain to the unsecured auditors 
because the assets are covered by and insufficient to satisfy 



debentures (see In re Chapel Bouse CoUiery Co., 24CIl D. 
will not be accepted in the case of a private aunpeny vilii. 
out the Court obtaining very full information as to irlut^ 
has become of the company's property, and whether tiion k' 
reasonable ground for supposing that, by impeaching ihi 
debentures, something can be obtained for the unseciired en- 
ditors. /n re London Health Eltotbical iHSTPnjTE. Decl 
Vaughan Williams J. 

Counsel: Waghom; J. G, Butcher; A. Carimdl Sdiritoii:^ 
A, Arnold ffannay ; Mann & Taylor. F. E. 

4. COMPAHT— WnronrG-lTP— " JtM« and e!?uftaWc"-&4.' 
stratum gone— Companies Act, 1862 (c. 89), s. 79, svh^ 5. 1 
order to ascertain whether it is ''just and equitable" M 
company should be wound up on the ground that its sabstnta 
has gone, the Court must, generally speaking, look only at i 
objects of the company as defined by its memoraadimi 
association, and cannot, for the purpose of inteipreting I 
memorandum, regard a contemporaneous proq)6ctas, ei 
where it contains fraudulent misrepresentations, or the coodA 
of the promoters of the company, although they have 
fraudulently. And a winding-up order ought not to ben 
merely because a part of the subject-matter mentioned ia 
memorandum has gone. But if it is once established tiui 
part of the substratum has gone, the Court is then bound li 
consider all the other circumstances in order to i 
whether it is ''just and equitable'' that the company shooH'^ 
wound up, and such facts as (a) that the company wis ooi* 
ceived and bom in, and has been used for fraud, and (h) fb^ 
compulsory winding-up order affords the best means of eosIAl 
shareholders deceived by the prospectus to recover thfiir sob 
scriptions from the promoters, are then cogent circumstaaoeB 
favour of an order to wind up. T. K B. and his two botb^ 
relatives, and had been in the employment of, persons whO|iB 
whose family, had for many years been successful piano 
facturers, the existing firm being J. B. & Sons. T. K B. tf' 
his sons, having ceased to be so employed, formed a oompii^ 
called " T. E. B. & Sons, Limited," manifestly incorporated t 
purchase and carry on a business which carried with it ^ 
exclusive right to use the trade-name of T. E. B. & Sans, 
large amount was subscribed by shareholders on the inyitatiiri 
of a prospectus issued to the public, and out of this amoost I 
great sum was p^d to the vendors as purchase-money. !■ 
proceedings by J. B. & Sons it was found that the oemp^ 
was formed to filch from them as much of their tnde tf 
possible, and an iigunction was granted restraining the odB* 
pany from using the name of T. E. B. & Sons, Limited, or ft* 
name of B., in connection with the manufacture or sale or ^^ 
of pianos without adding an expian s t atement that the 000^ 
pany was distinct from and had no oouMOtion with the en 
firm of J. B. & Sons:— ileZcf, on the petition of a sharehoUtf, ] 
that— notwithstanding only a part of the substratttm hadgoo^ 
inasmuch as the company still had a valuable bosmasBvliii'' 
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oouM be carried on oonsistenily with obedience to the injunc- 
tion, and that the majority of the sharoholders in general 
meeting had Toted against winding-up— it was ^'just and 
equitable" that the company should be wonnd up. In re 
Thqkab Edw.aju> Bbinsmead & Sons. Deo. 8. Yaughan 
Williams J. 

Goonsel: WarmmgUm, Q.C., and C. LytteUon Chubb; Swinfen 
Ead^, Q.C., and E. E. Fletcher; F. 8. Stokes; Aahton Cross; 
Eee, Q,C., and M. L. Bwner; Alexander, Q.C., and Rowden; 
W. Biggins; and Wildey Wright. 

SoMtora: W. Maskell; Foymall & Co,; J. H. Moggridge; 
Tkomam A Co. ; Bdden dt Co. ; BeaXl & Co. ; Taunton & Dade. 

F. E. 



6. DXFAIIATIOH — UBBL — Friinleged occasion. — Eaxess of 
yrivHege-^Mdlice — Corporation. Decision of Oourt of Appeal, 
[IS9S]2Q.B. 156, aflSrmed without hearing the respondent's 
counsel, and appeal dismissed with costs on the grounds that 
the dicular was not capable of a libellous construction ; that 
the gtfttement was true ; that the occasion was privileged ; and 
that there was no evidence of malice for the jury. Lobb 
WuiiiAM NsviLL, App. ; FiKB Arts and Gskiral Insurance 
Company, LiMiTKD, Resps. Dec. 8. H. L. (Lord Halsbury L.C., 
and IiQidB Macnaghten, Shand, and Davey). 

Counsel: Asguith, Q.C., and -4. H. Foyser ; Sir E. Clarke, 
C.C^ J. E. Bankes, and Marriott. Solicitors : B. C Fonsonhy , 
I^neon, Qibtm & MedcaJf. J. M. M. 



B« imnnOSB — ^nAOriCX — information — Institution of pro- 
^viio/nr-Consent in writing of chirf constable — Sunday Obser- 
tunce Act, 1676 (c. 7), s. 1— Sunday Observance Frosecution Act, 
1871 (c. 87), «. 1. By the Sunday Observance Prosecution Act, 
1871 (c. 87), 8. 1, " No prosecution . . . shall be instituted . . . 
fcr any offence . . . under" the Sunday Observance Act, 1676 
(29 Cur. 2, c. 7) . . . " except by or with the consent in writing 
of the chief officer of police of the police district in which the 
offence is committed . . ." The appellant was convicted under 
the Simday Observance Act. The chief constable gave a verbal 
consent before tho information was laid, and gave consent in 
^ting, after the information was laid and the summons 
^■nfid, but before the sunmions was served : — Held, that the 
(lOGecution was instituted when the information was laid, and 
tbeiefore was not instituted with the consent in writing of the 
chief constable, and the conviction was bad. Thorpe, App. ; 
^^nwHALL, Besp. Dec. 7. Divisional Court (Wills and 
Wright J J.). 

CounBcl: Brooke Little; Danckwerts. Solicitors: Campion A 
^muwns, for Arnold Muir WUson, Sheffield; Aldous & Welfare. 

P.B.H. 



rents of the mortgaged property had been appointed), the 
defendant not having appeared, the plaintiffis moved for judg- 
ment according to the form given in Seton's Judgments, 
6th ed. vol. iii. p. 2142 (Addenda), which contains a direction 
that in taking the account what, if anything, the plaintiffs 
shall have recovered under the judgment on the defendant's 
personal covenant, " and also what, if anything, shall have been 
paid into Court by the receiver appointed in this action, and 
such a sum, if any, as the plaintiffs shall submit to be charged 
with in respect of rents and profits in the receiver's hands at 
tho date of the chief clerk's certificate, or to oome*into his 
hands prior to the order for foreclosure absolute, are to be 
deducted, and the balance due to the plaintiffs is to be certified " : 
— Held, that, as the plaintiffs might not submit to be charged 
with anything and this would not be fair to the defendant, the 
form ought to be altered thus: "and also what, if anything, 
shall have been paid into Court by the receiver appointed in 
this action, and such sum as shall be in the receiver's hands at 
the date of the chief clerk's certificate, and also such a sum (if 
any) as the plaintiffs shall submit to be charged with in respect 
of rents and profits to come into the receiver's hands prior to 
the order for foreclosure absolute," &c. Simmons v. Blanot. 
Dec. 5. North J, 

Barber V. Jeckdls, W. N. (1893) 91 ; Lusky. Sebright, W. N. 
(1894) 134; Christy v. Godwin, (1893) 38 S<4. Jour. 10; and 
Blaiberg v. Oatti, (1896) 100 L. T. Jour. 441, were referred to. 

Counsel : Joseph Tanner. Solicitor : A. Allistone. 

W. L. 0. 



7. XOET0AOB — F&ACnOE — Foreclosure action — Form of 
^■4?w«i<. In a foredoBure action (in which a receiver of the 



8. FEACTIGS— FLAIHTinrSNAXE U8SD WITHOUT AUTHO- 
RITT — Motion to strike out name — Discontinuance of action — 
Jurisdiction — Bules of the Supreme Court, Order xxvi., r. 1. 
Notice of motion was served to strike out the name of a com- 
pany (one of the plaintiffs) on the ground that it had been used 
without authority, and asking that the solicitors who had used 
the company's name might be ordered to pay the company's 
costs of the action and the motion. Two days after this notice 
had been served the solicitors served on the defendants a notice 
wholly discontinuing the action : — 

Held, that an entire discontinuance under Order xxvi., rule 1, 
has no greater effect than the dismissal of a biU in Equity 
under the old practice, and that, in accordance with that prac- 
tice, which was not altered by or inconsistent with the Bules of 
the Supreme Court, the Court had jurisdiction, notwithstand- 
ing the discontinuance, to make the order asked for. Gold 

BSSFS OF WXSTKBN AUBTBAUA, LiMlTSD V. DaWSON. DeJ. 8. 

North J. 

Counsel: Sioinfen Eady, Q.C., and Duka; Kenyon Parker. 
Solicitors: Gooer & Chiles ; Wyatt, Digby A Co. W. L. C. 



9. SOLICITOE— BILL Of QOVa-^Intsresi— Demand^'' Fersou 
liable*^ — AdministrcUion action — Fractice — General order under 
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SoUHtoriC Itemuneration Act, 1881 (r. 44), r. 7. The legal 



10. SOLICITOE — COSTS — Taxation — Lien — Order for ddkmj 



of papers pending taxation — Bight of solicitor to undertaking hy 
client to return. Where a client had obtained a common order 
to tax his solicitor's bill, and, having tendered the full amount, 



personal representative of a deceased client is the proper person 
from whom to demand payment of a bill of costs as the person 
liable, so as to make the costs carry interest. 

In the administration by the Court of an insolvent CBtate, a ' claimed delivery of his jmpers free from the solicitor's lion:— 
bill of costs due from the deceased had been delivered, by direc- \ j/chl, that the solicitor was entitled to an undertaking by the 
tion of the chief clerk, to tlie solicitor of a creditor having the , client to return the papers in the event of a further sum being 
conduct of the cause : — Held, that there had been no demand found due ri\)on taxation and remaining unpaid. In re Hahbdbt, 
for payment on the person liable, and that the costs did not , Whitting & Nicholson. Dec. 4. Stirling J. 
carry interest. In re MoMurdo. Penfield v. McMukdo. | CJounscl: Hastings, Q.C., and Carson; Buckley, Q.C., and 
Dec. 9. IS'orth J. Mcthold. Solicitors : G, IK Crook ; Hanbury, Whitlin'j A 

Ck)UUSol : Swinfen Lady, Q.C., and Eustace Smith; East wick, ■ yicholson. G. A. S. 



I 
Solicito rs : Eurford & Taylor ; llarUon, D. P. 

I 
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JfOnCE TO 80IJ0IT0SP. 



WUk Ae view of imurtng (he greateet poeeibh accuracy and 
rofidUy Ml ike fforume publiccUione connected with the Law 
SiFORTS, Oe Council will he obliged^ if the Solicitare to whom 
epplicaUon i$ wtade hy any Beporter acting for the Oouneil^ 
wU at ioon a$ potmhle after application fumiA the necee- 
wyPapere^ together wOh any information in their pow^ as to 
ikewmee of thewmoueSoluitore engaged in thecase. At the 
ume time, (he Council ihankftUly acknowledge the aeeietance 
(iey laee already received from eo many membere of the Pro- 
fmum in fwmUkxng the papere required to prepare accuraie 
ftforti^ 
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OOUBT OP APPEAL. 



Eecord op Business. 



Sloane y. Britain Steamthip Company, Limited. Appeal from Law- 

ranoe J. Allowed. 
Turle Y. Square. Appeal from Lawrence J. Varied. 
May Y. Broume. Appeal from Lawrence J. Dismissed. 

Tuesday, December 13. 

Cliicago Baitvoay Terminal Elevator Company y. Commissionera of 
Inland Bevenue. Appeal from Pollock B. and Bruce J. Dis- 
missed. 

JeClicoe y. Aleock. Appeal from Wright J. Dismissed. 

Steamship Ueathfield & Co., Limited y. T. Bodenacher and Barr^ 
Behrend A Bon. Appeal Crom Mathew J. Dismissed. 

Florio Y. SutherU A HazeMine. Appeal from Grantham J. Dis- 
missed. 

3^0 Ambroee. J. M. Lennard & Sont^ Limited y. W. N. White. 
Appeal from the President. Dismissed. 

Wednesday, December 16. 
BovaeU y. Stepheneon (Wateon, third party). Appeal from Wright J. 

Allowed. 
LangiDorthy Y. Diamond Merchante and Je%celler9*]Company. {Appeal 

from Pollook B. Dismissed. 
Van de Qoor y. Harrimm A Co, Appeal from Wright J. Dismissed. 

Thursday, December 17. 
Lord Gerard y. Kent County CounoU. Appeal from GaYe and Wills, 

JJ. Allowed. 
Kirkham y. Atienborough. Appeal from Grantham J. Allowed. 
Kirhham y. OiU. Appeal from Grantham J. Allowed. 



COURT II. 



OOUBT I. 

Friday, December 11. 
Stilte Y. TreUf BtuhaU & Co. Appeal from Mathew J. Dismissed. 
IHeido Iron Ore Company, Limited Y. Bhymney Iron Company, 

Limited. Appeal from Mathew J. Dismissed. 
Lane y. Com, Appeal from the Lord Chief Justioe. Cur. adv. vnlt. 

Monday. December 14. 

Deighton y. Straehey. Appeal from Lawrence J. Dismissed. 
Yorhhire Trust, Limited y. Lancashire Trust and Mortgages Insur- 

anee Corporation, Limited. Appeal from Pollock B. Varied. 
Paget y. LavAert. Appeal from Lawrence J. Dismissed. 
No. 47.— 1896. 



Thursday, December 10. 
Brooks Y. Sted A Carrie. Appeal from Kekewich J. Hearing con- 

claded. Cur. adv. vult. 
Hdbeon y. Oorringe. Appeal from Kekewich J. Part heard. 

Friday, December 11. 
Bobson Y. Gorringe. Appeal from Kekewich J. Judgment reserYed. 

Saturday, December 12. 
Le Boeh^oueauld y. Bomstead. Appeal from Kekewich J. Allowed. 

Monday, December 14. 
Fluister Y. Fluister. Appeal from Goroll Barnes J. Allowed. 
In re Barnes. Barnes y. .Barnes. Appeal horn North J. Allowed. 

Tuesday, December 15. 
Fairclough & Sons v. Manchester Ship Canal Company. Appeal from 
Kekewich J. Part heard. 

Wednesday, December 16. 
In re Mary Cathcart. Application for leave to appeal. Granted on 

terms. 
Broderip Y. A. Salomon is Co, Application for extension of time -to 

appeal. Withdrawn. 
Bauiinson y. Davies. Application for unconditional stay of execatien 

pending appeal. Grented. 
Fairdough d Sone Y. Manchester Ship Canal Company, Appeal from 

Kekewich J. Part heard. 



DuringiheeiUingsofiheCourtMTjsE Weekly Notes %M hepMiehed 
on Saturday, and wiU generally compriee Notes of Decieions up to and 
including those of the previous Thursday. AU eases of permanent 
intered noted herein will he reported infvU in The Law Beforts. 
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NOTES OF DECISIONS. 



Then hoCm are numbered for eonmniemee ofrrfemiMe^ 
e.g. W. K (96) 174 (1). 



1. BILL or SALS— 00V8IBSBATI0N HOT TRULY STATED — 

Sum under m.-^BtHs of Bale Act, 1882 (c. 43), se. 8, 12. A 
bill of sale purported to be giyen in consideiation of the stun 
of 18/. 12s., then owing by the giantor upon a promissory note, 
and of 16/. 8^. then paid to the grantor, making together the 
sum of 30/., the receipt whereof the grantor thereby acknow- 
ledged. The promissory note refened to was for the sum of 
14/. 88. 4id. payable by weekly instalments of 11#. id., of which 
one had been paid and the remainder had not become payable 
when the bill of sale was giyen. The actual consideration paid 
for the promissory note was 10/. only. The sum of 16/. 85. was 
paid to the grantor upon the execution of the bill of sale. The 
liability upon the promissory note was not released on the 
giving of the bill of sale : — 

Held, that the bill of sale was void as not truly stating the 
eonsideration for which it was giyen and as being giyen in con- 
sideration of a sum under SO/. Bablow v. Bland. Dec. 9. 
0. A. (Lord Esher M.B., Lopes L.J. and Bigby L.JT.). 

Oounsel : F, Dodd ; Loehnis. Solicitors : Bidsddle & Sons, for 
IF, Davies, Liyerpool; Bell, Brodrick <fe Co., for Cecil B. Taylor, 
Liverpool. E. L. 



2. CHEQUE — VBeOHABLS IirSTBTJIISirT — '' FicHHous or 
non-exiating person'' — Intention of drawer— BUh of Eocchange 
Act, 1882 (c. 61), s. 7, subs. 3 ; s. 73. Decisions.of Wills J. and 
the Oourt of Appeal, [1895] 2 (J. B. 806, 707, affinned without 
hearing respondents' counsel, and appeal dismissed with costs. 
Glutton & Ck)., Apps. ; Attbnbobouoh & Son, Bbsps. Dec. 11. 
H. L. (Lord Halsbury L.O. and Lords Macnaghten, Shand and 
Davey). 

Counsel: F. TindaL Atkinson, Q.G., and W. A. Meek-, Sir E. 
Clarke, Q.C., Joseph Walton, Q.C., and 8. Macaskie. Solicitors: 
II. S. Glutton ; Stanley, Attenboroygh & Tt/er. J. M. M. 



3. OOUHTT OOTJBT— SALE BT BAILUT OT GOODS TAEEB HT 
EUOtDfnOir AED CLAnOED BT TRIBD*^ABTT — Title of purchaser 
^County Courts Act, 1888 (c. 43), ss. 156, 157. Where a claim 
is made to goods taken in execution by the bailiff of a county 
court, and the claimant does not deposit their value or pay the 
costs of keeping possession or give security for their value as 
required by sect. 156 of the County Courts Act, 1887, and the 
bailiff sells the goods under the authority given by that section, 
Tftmh isale gives t^e puichaser'a good title to the goods, notwith- 
standing that in subsequent interpleader proceedings between 
' the exectitio'h creditor and the claimant the lattet proves 
that the goods were his property at the time of the seizure. 
GooDLOOK V. Cousins. Dec. 10. Divisional Court (Wills and 
Wright J J.) 
Counsel: Stroud; Cranstoun. Solicitors: Martin & Co., for 
^', Heath, (Hieltenliam ; Peacock A Goddard, for Lamh, Cheltenham. 

W. J. B. 



4. DISOOVEBT — ACnOE IE EOBMA FADFEBIS— Case hid 

brfore counsel— Affidavit. The defendant in an action brought 
by a plaintiff suing in forma pauperis is not entitled to inspec- 
tion of the case laid before counsel under Order xvl, role 23, 
and his opinion thereon, although the same have been made 
exhibits to the affidavit filed under Order xvi., rule 21 Sloaii 
V. Bbitain Steamship Company, Limitmd. Deo. 14. 0. A. 
(Lord Esher M.B., Lopes L,J. and Bigby L.J.> 

(Counsel: C. G, Ellis; J. E. Bankes. Solicitor: Ewtr ^ 
Neave, for Wpodbtim & Holme, Liverpool ; BottereU A Boche, 

E.L. 



6. EVIDEECE — FBESXrMPnOE — i>e«; more than thirty yem 
old — Appointment — Execution hy attorney. Where a deed, moM 
than thirty years old, purports to be an appointment under a 
special power of appointment, and to be executed by the 
attorney of the donee of &e power, altiiough, by reason of the 
antiquity of the deed, the execution of it by the attorney as 
such ought to be presumed, yet there is no rule of law whkli 
requires or justifies the presumption by the Court that the 
attorney was duly authorized to exercise the power. When^ 
therefore, in support of such a deed, no power of attorney ma 
produced, nor any evidence forthcoming as to theooatSBtBOr 
sufficiency of any such power, it was held that thetiitleef liM 
appointees claiming under the deed was not. made out hit 
AiBBY. AiBBY V. Staplstov.. Doc. 10. . Kokewich J. 

Counsel: Benshaw, Q.G., and Stokes; Warrington, Q.a,«Bd 
Howard Wright; Spence; P. 0. Lawrence, Q.C., and Q. Sei- 
derson; E. Beaumont; Musgrave. Solicitors: Crawley, AmM 
& Co.; Freshftdds <fc Williams; Field, Boscoe A Co.; George 
Goote ; Wilde, Berger <fc Moore: C. 0. M. D. 



6. FXAAinrO SECniBlTY — DEBEHTTOB8^i¥wri<y--Jft<^ 

gage of assets of a company. Decision of the Court of Appe^^j 
[1895] 2 Ch. 551, affirmed and appeal dismissed with coats. 

QOVBBKMENTS StOOK AND OTHEB SeOUBITIBB IWVBSTMlNt OOM- 

PANY, Limited, Apps. ; Manila Bail way Compaitt, Lnffrn), 
AND Othkes, Bbsps. Dec. 10. H. L. (Lord Halsbury L-C* 
and Lords Macnaghten, Shand and Daviey). 

Counsel: Farwell, Q.C., and Distumai; Levett, Q.G., m 
P. B. Abraham ; C. E. E. Jenkins ; A. B. Kirby ; E. Beaumont 
Solicitors: Davidson & Morriss; Bompas, Bischoff, Bod^t 
Coxe & Bompas. J. M. M. 

7. JOnra TEEAHCY — 8EVEBAE0E — Freeholds — Ejfect of 
Marriage-^Lease by husband of one joint tenant and the cthe^ 
The marriage of a woman having a joint estate in fteeholaa 
or leaseholds does not effect a severance of the joint tenancy ; 
nor does a lease granted by the husband of one joint tenant 
and the other joint tenant, reservihjg the rent to the lessore 
jointly, effect such a severance. Palmsb r. Bich. D©c. »• 
Stirling J. 

Counsel: T. A. Nash; A. W. Bowden. SoUdtois: Colling ^ 
Cook. . M . Q^^s. 



Jurisdiction Act, 1879 (c. 49), s. 4t— Cotton Cloth Fitct«^ ^^* 
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1889 (c. 62X 9, 13. The power giren to courts of siumnary 
jurisdiction by sect. 4 of the Smnmary Jurisdiction Act, 1889> 
to zednce the prescribed amount of a fine, if it be imposed as in 
roBpect of a first offence, does not enable them to reduce the 
prescribed amount of the fine imposed by sect 18 of the 
Cotttm doth Factories Act, 1889, whidi enacts that where 
thdie is a contraT6nti<m or non-coi!mpliance with the proYisions 
<tf the Act, and after written notice from the inspector the acts 
iracoiitinned or. not remedied, the oecupier is to be liable, oii 
mmuj eanticiMa^ for the. first offenfe to a penHUy of sot 
leA than SI. nor more than 1<V. Osbobv v. Wood Bboveb^. 
Bee. 10. DiTlsioiua Oourt (Wills and Wright J J.). 

Goonsel: J7. Sutton; Ikmckwerts. Solicitors: BolicUor to the 
Tnamry; BowcUffatif Rawie is Co., for Jdkn EM, Bury, 
liineBshire. W. J. B. 



' 9. LOCAL BOAS&— BIOHT OF WAT— i?mova2 cf ohstrudim 
^JiUerested meniber — Local Oovemment Act, 1894 (c. 78), bs. 
%i^Praciice — Pleading — Striking out. A local board dis- 
duging duties in relation to the protection of irablic rights of 
f^ Tinder sect. 26, sub-sect. 1, pf the Local Government Act, 
Ttew, is in the same position as a private individual protecting 
Hi own property and is not acting judicially. Consequently, 
vbere an action was brought against a local board to restrain 
tte removal of posts erected on a public footpath by the owners 
of file adjoining property for the purpose of preventing the 
footpath from being used for vehicular traffic, and the state- 
ment of claim alleged that a member of the board had tised his 
infln^oe with the board for his own private interest, and that 
in coofiequence thereof the plaintifb had failed to induce the 
boitd to take stops to prevent the user of the footpath for 
YehicQlar traffic i-^Beld, that the real issue was whether the 
posts constituted an obstruction to the public right of way, and 
^attbe allegations iiv the statement of claim were irrelevant 
i^OQ^t to be stru?k out. Mubbat v. EraoM Local Boabd. 
JfeclO. Stirling J. 

.• Connsel: Buckley, Q,C., and Dare; Eastings, O-C^ and 8. 
,Mclfinwii. Solicitors: Letts Brothers, agents for Qeorge WhiU, 
^peom; Murray, Eutchins, Sti/rling <fe Murray, H. B, H. 



' lO. LOnKm — 8LAirOXlXR>K0UIB8— Jm|)rop«r slaughtering of 
'^^^hf'servafU cowtrary to 4nstruction^^Liabiliiy of master. 
^ye-liws made under the repealed Slaughtei^^boasas (Metxo- 
PoKs) Act, 1874 (c. 67), but kept in force by Idhie Public Health 
*(Uadai) Act, 1891 (c. 76), make it an offence for the licensed 
<weiipi€Qr of a slaughter-house to slaughter sheep in the pound of 
the aiaiighter-house or in view of other sheep. In the absence of 
^reqxmdent, the licensed occupier of a slaughter-house, one 
^.<tf Us servants/in direct disobedience of his orders and in order 
to save himself trouble, slaughtered a sheep in the pound in 
view (tf other ti^ms^^^Eeld, that the bye-law was good, and. 
'^ the respondeat was liable for the act of his servant and 
i^lght to have been convicted of ao offence against the bye-l«ws. 
CouMAir r. Mills. Dec. 12. Divisional Court (Wills and 
t^rijjitjj.). 

^•flwnsel:. 4vory; Morton Smith. ^Solicitors: -8/aaj?<wui; 
^*=*««». W.J. B. 



11. LTTHACT ACT, 1S90 (o. 6), s. 299— REGSiy£B IK LTJITACT 
— Pauper lunatic— Guardians. Where a receiver in lunacy of 
funds of a lunatic in a pauper asylum had been appointed, an 
injimction was. granted to restrain the guardians from levying 
a distress against trustees of the fund to enforce a magisterial 
order for payment of the fund to the guardians. 

Sub-sect. 2 of sect. 299 of the Lunacy Act, 1890, operates 
only as a discharge to trustees of a lunatic's property^ and 
In re Newhegin's Estate, 86 Ch. D. 477, is not an authority that 
a magistrate's order under sub-sect. 1 in respect of property 
in the hands of the trustees cannot be enforced. Wdcklb v, 
Bailey. Dec. 10. North J. 

Oounsel: Sunn/en Body, Q.C., and Methold; Upjohn; 
Maemortap, Q.C, and Brinton. Semites: Offiddl Solicitor; 
Tucker, WaUey dt Burrows-; Chester A Co., for Cro/ton, Craven 
<fe Workington, Manchester. D. P.. 



12. XAXnSD WOXAV — BSSTRAm OV ASnOIFj&XIOH^ 

Absolute gift^Directionfor ''payment:* A testatrix bequeathed 
a share of her residuary estate to trustees in trust far her 
brother for life, and after his decease in trust f<a one of her 
nieces, and the will contained a declaration that the shavos of 
nieces " should be paid to their separate use free from the 
control of any present or future husband without power of 
anticipation." The brother being dead :—Beld, on the authority 
of In re Bown, (1884) 27 Oh. D. 411, that the niece was entitled 
to immediate payment of her share notwithstanding the words 
restraining anticipation. In re Fbabok. Hotohkin v, MaMB. 
Dec. 10. Kekewich J. 

Counsel: J. E. Earman; Eatfidd Oreen. Solicitors: C, E, 
Beal, for T. Ponting, Warminster; W. E. Matthews. 

0. 0. M. D. 



13. XXBIIQAL EVmVOS — ASIOBSIBXLITT — FiriZ%. The 
Court refttsed \o admit medical evidence as to permanent want 
of virility of a man seventy-two years of age, for the purpose of 

allowing immediate distribution of a fund. P v. N 

Dec 12. North J. 

Counsel: Edward Ford; E. K. Corrie, Solicitors: Eepburn 
A Davison, D. F. 



14»'»TIIBAHCaB-^TEAHWAY— Snow and salt r-Jnterdict. 
Without statutory right: or the authority of the town couAcil, 
a tramway company has no right when a snow-storm occurs, to 
cause a nuisance by removing snow from the tramway lines : 
scattering salt; and then heapiiig-up the slush composed of 
snow and salt on to the sides of the street. Judgment of the 
Court of Session, 23 E. 340, Eeversed ; and Interdict granted. 
Ogston, App. ; Abebdebn Distbigt Tbamwats Company, Bbsps. 
Dec 14. H. L. (Lord Halsbury L.C. and Lords Watson, Shand 
and Davey). 

Counsel: Asher, D.F., Q.C. ; , Ealdane, Q.C., and D. M. Abel 
(of the Scottish Bar);. A, Graham Murray, L.A., Q.C., Sir 
Robert Beid, Q.C., and J, 0. Dove Wilson (of the Scottish Bar). 
Solicitors: Grahames, Ourrey db Spens, for C. A P, E. Chalmers, 
Advocates, Aberdeen, and Auld & Macdonald, W.8., Edinburgh ; 
^art\n db Leslie, for L, WKinnon, Jr., & Son, Aberdeen, and 
Morton, Smart A Macdonald, W.S., Edinburgh. * G. J. W. 

Digitized by VjOOQIC 



176 



THE WEEKLY NOTES. 



[Dec. 19, 1896. 



16. PKAOTICE— DIVCBCE BJUT-^Notice of trial— Divorce Court 
Bules, rr. 44, 47. Eddy that a letter from the solicitor of the 
petitioner in a suit for dissolution of marriage to the solicitor 
of the respondent, saying, "I have set this cause down for 
trial/' was a suflScient notice of setting down for trial within 
the Boles of the Divorce Court. Fluisteb v, Fluistkb. 
Dec. 14. 0. A. (Lord Bussell of Killowen C.J. and Lindley 
and A. L. Smith L JJ.). 

Counsel: Clavell Softer; If. J. Willis, Solicitors: Alfred 
Slater; C. W, Inman, W. L. C. 



16. FBAOnOS— SSEYICB OTO OF JUBISBIOHOV— .^co^^nc^— 
County Court Rvles, 1889, Order u., r, 23— jRw^es of the 
Supreme Court, Order xi., rr. 1 (d), 2. Order u., rule 23, 
of the County Court Bules, 1889 (being the rule relating to 
service out of the jurisdiction), though more extensive than the 
conesponding provision in the Bules of the Supreme Court, 
Order xl, rule 1 (d), is nevertheless within the powers con- 
ferred by sect. 164 of the County Courts Act, 1888. Service 
having been effected in Scotland under Order ll, rule 23, of the 
County Court Bules, 1889, on a defendant in an administra- 
tion action, the action was transferred to the High Court on 
the ground that the value of the estate exceeded the limit of 
the jurisdiction of the County Court The defendant then 
objected in the High Court to the order for service; — Held, 
that, though the order for service would have been valid under 
the.County Court Bules but for the transfer of the action^ the 
question now depended upon Order xi., rules 1 (d) and 2 of 
the Bules of the Supreme Court, and that the defendant ought 
to have an opportunity of filing evidence as to the domicil of 
the testator, and as to whether there was an adequate con- 
current jurisdiction in Scotland. Wood v, Middlxton. Dec. 16. 
Stirling J. 

Counsel: H. Terrell; J. Sharpe, Solicitors: Andrew, Wood 
& Co., for H, J. Whiteside, Whitehaven ; Bdder, Roberts & Co., 
for Brockbanh, Eelder & Co, Whitehaven. H. B. H, 



17. FBACnCE — ^THIBD FABTY HOTIOE — Rules of the Supreme 
Court, Order xvi., r. 48 — Trustee — Breach of trtMt — Firm — 
Surviving partners. This action was commenced for a declara- 
tion that the defendant was liable to pay to the plaintiff a sum 
of money of which the defendant and A., deceased, were joint 
trustees, and which A., who was a member of the firm of soli- 
citors that acted as solicitors of the trust, had received and 
misapplied. The defendant had under Order xvi., rule 48, 
obtained an order for leatc to serve a third party notice on the 
surviving partners of the firm claiming to be indemnified 
against liability in the action : — 

Eeld, on motion to discharge the order, that this was not a 
claim to indemnify the defendant against the plaintiff's claim 
in the action within Order xvi., rule 48, the right of the defen- 
dant to recover from the surviving partners a sum equal to the 
lost trust fund being an independent right, and not one depend- 
ing on the liability of the defendant in the action. Wtkni r 
TxHPEST. Dec. 16. Chitty J. 

Counsel: Byrne, Q.C., and Danckwerts ; Levett, Q,C., and 
Stewart Smith) MacSwinney. Solicitors: Vincent & Vincent; 



Williamson, Bill <fe Co. ; Witham, RosktU, Mmtter <fe Wii; 
Perkins & Weston. G. E 



18. COETTLSD LAKB— TBHAHT FOB UrEr—Lease for term a 
years— Receipt of bribe from lessee— -Invaiidity of lease-SM 
Land Act, 1882 (c. 38), ss. 7 suh-s. 2, 22, 45 «i6^.3,58,54- 
Settled Land Act, 1884 (c. 18), s. 4. C, tenant for life of tfal 
hold house, who had mortgaged his life interest, in 181 
granted a lease of the premises for seven years at a rentof i 
As an inducement to execute the deed, the lessee had piidt 
C. the sum of 21/., which he applied to his own use. Thi 
was no evidence that a higher rent could have been obUiM 
The lease purported to be granted by the mortgagees at 
request of C. and by C, as tenant for life, by virtue of 
Settled Land Act, 1882. The lessee, in performance of 
covenant contained in the lease, expended 20(V. in repaiis 
improvements. C. died in 1895. In an action by the I 
ficiaries to set aside the lease:— Eeld, (1) that the Cooit^ 
giving relief to the beneficiaries, would not consider the qpoA 
whether or not they had been damnified; (2) that nnds 
circumstances the payment to C. could not be regaided nl 
fine, and the liability of the lessee was not therefore linutoi 
paying the sum over again to trustees appointed for the 
poses of the Settled Land Acts; and (3) that having regu 
the improper payment to C. the "best rent" had not 1 
obtained, and consequently the lease was void as against 
plaintiffs. Chandlxb v. Bbadlxy. Dec 12. Stirling J. 

Counsel: Grosvenor Woods, Q.C., and Dighton N. Pofld 
Eastings, Q,C., and Micklem, Solicitors: A. R. d: E- StA 
Layton, Sons & Lendon. G. i ^ 



\ 



IB. SOLICflTOR— BILL OF OOBm— Solicitors' Rmunendio^ 4 
1881 (c. 44), and Order — Scale charge — ScUe by auction of^ 
hold property — Underlease. Leasehold property hdd * 
other property under one lease waa sold by auction snbjeeti 
condition that the purchaser should accept an undarletse 
the whole of the unexpired term less three days at an 4 
tioned ground-rent. The vendors' solicitors claimed^ 
entitled under the Solicitors' Bemuneration Act, 
charge in respect of the consideration money, and to a foil 
charge in respect of the rent as in /n re Edlard and U 
[1896] 2 Ch. 229 :--Edd, that the transaction, though cia 
out by means of an underlease, was in fact a sale, and ^ 
solicitors were not entitled to a chaige in respect of the' 
Query, whetlier the scale applied at all. In re Wmb. S*^ 
Webb. Dec. 16. Stirling J. 

Counsel: Micklem; Upjohn. Solicitors: Trower, ^** 
Parkin. EB. 



20. TEm^KR—YALrDUY-— Cheque— Authority of sdkiior 
solicitor who is authorized to accept a tender of mortgageiBi 
onbehalf of his client is not at liberty to accept a hanker^ <^ 
and a tender of a cheque to him is accordingly in^ 
Bluicbero v. Life Intebests and Bevxbsiokabt SbccU 
CoBFORATiON, Limited. Dec. 16. Eekewich J. 

Counsel: Warrington, Q.C, said Frank Evans; Benska^i 
and Theodore Ribton; E. Ford. Solicitors: Braham^ 
E. Stanley Jones ; Surman & Quekett C. C »• i 
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vonps TO BoucfToita 

WUk He view ofifmring the greateii potiible accuracy and 
wfwWy M Oe voHoue pMicaHone connected mA the Law 
Bipora, Oe OonncU mU he obliged, if the Solidtort to whom 
VjUcation i$ made ly any Beporter acting for the Council, 
mttat ioon as possible after application furnish the neces- 
wy Papers, together with any information in their power as to 
fie mimes of Oe various Solicitors engaged in the case. At the 
nme time, ike Council ihahkfully acknowledge the assistance 
% ioM already received from so many members of the Fro- 
fmm in furnishing the papers required to prepare accurate 
nforts. 
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OOXJRT 1. 

Fredat, December 18. 
J"w»o ▼. Fra$er, Appeal from Mathew J. Dismissed. 
^ r. (German. Appeal from the Lord Chief Justice. Part heard. 

I Batubday, December 19. 

Wf ▼. EaU Ham Urban District Council Application for judg- 
lacnt or new trial. New trial ordered, 
pKT.aw. Appeal from the Lord Chief Justice. Dismissed. 
P*«T. Ocniian, Appeal from the Lord Chief Justice. Cur. adv. 
' nrfl. 



COURT IL 



Thursday, December 17. 
hirdayHd. Sons y. Mancfiester Ship Canal. Appeal from Keke- 
L'iA J. Hearing concluded. Cur. adv. vxdt. 
■»srt ?. OiOespie Bros. & Co. Appeal from Kckewich J. Settled. 
fwJfcfrfe/fk Bagshaui Y. Aherdein. Hagon y. Aherdein. Appeal 

fromChittyJ. Dismissed. 
W: ▼. Pftroceikino. Appeal from Chitty J. Part heard. 

Fbioay, December 18. 
■»^ T. Joseph. Three appeals from Kekewioh J. Appeal of A. G. 
««niiBed. Appeals of J. E. Green and J. Clear respectively, 
Tttied. 

^0.48.-1896. 



1. COSTS OP ADMINISTEAnOH—SETTLElIEHT— ^2)j>oJ«/wi€«f . 
By the exercise of the usual special power of appointment in a 
marriage settlement, portions of a fund were appointed to 
several children and the residue to another child :— 

ffeld, following In re Orford, Cartwright v. Due del Baho, 
[1896] 1 Ch. 257, that the costs of an action to administer the 
trusts of the settlement fund with consequential inquiries must 
be paid rateably out of the appointed shares. 

More than one appointment of sums having been made to 
some of tho children : — 

Held, that only one set of costs 'should be allowed in respect 
of each child, such set where there had been separate mortgages 
by any child of the severally appointed sums, to be apportioned 
rateably between the several appointments to such child and 
paid to the first mortgagee of each such appointed sum. In re 
Hill's Settlement Trusts. Hill v. Equitable Reversionaky 
Interest Society. Dec. 9. Stirling J. 

Counsel: Hastings, Q.C., and T. T. Methold; B. B. Rogers ; 
A. R. Ingpen; Thomas Douglas; H. C. Seddon ; S. Dickinson; 
R. Younger; Bryan Farrer; Curtis Price; Wright Taylor. 
Solicitors: Woodroffe & Co.; Clayton, Sons & Fargus ; 
P. ColHngs & Co. ; J. C. Wheeler; Ley, Lake & Ley; BrougUon, 
Nocton & Co. ; Ratcliffe, Cator & Hood ; Farrer & Co. ; Pilgrim 
& Phillips, agents for /. Williams, Bath; W. Sanders Frokc, 
agents for Bo wen Sc Symes, Weymouth. H. B. H. 



2. COSTS OP ADKnUSTEATIOH — WnX — PaWta? appoint'- 
ment. The donee, under a will, of a special power of api)oint- 
ment by deed or will over the residue of the testator's estato 
exercised the power by appointing portions only of the fund, 
the residue going as in default of appointment -.—Held, that 
the costs of an action to administer the testator's estato must 
1)0 borne rateably-by the appointed share and the unappointed 
residue. In re Hill's Estate. Hill r. Equitable Rever- 
sionary Interest Society. Dec. 10. Stirling J. 

Counsel: Hastings, Q,C., and T. T. Methold; A. R. Ingpen ; 
Thomas Douglas; S. Dickinson; Bryan Farrer; Curtis Price; 
Rolf. Solicitors: Woodrofe <fc Co.; P. Collinffn^d; Co. ; BurriF, 
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ChurchUl & Co,; J, (7. Wheeler; Broughton, Nocton & Co.; 
Fairer & Go. ; Pilgrim & Phillips, agentB for /. Williams, Bath ; 
Le Brasseur da Oakley, H. B. H. 



3. FA CIOBY AinO W0BX8H0F A0T8 -- DAVGEBOITS XA- 

taaXEBY-^Fencing, By sect. 6 of the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1878 (c. 16), as amended by sect 6 of the Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1891 (c. 76), "all dangerous parts of the 
machinery " in a factory shall be securely fenced or otherwise 
rendered safe. The occupier of a cotton factory was summoned 
under the above section for neglecting to fence the shuttles of 
his looms. It appeared that the shuttles do occasionally in the 
process of weaying fly out from the bed upon which they 
slide to and fro (called the shuttle race) under circumstances 
which render them dangerous to any persons who happen to be 
in the line of flight. The flying out of the shuttles may be 
caused by the negligence of the wearer in charge of the machine, 
or by reason of some foreign substance getting accidentally 
into the shuttle race, or to defect in the yam .—Held, that the 
obligation to fence under the above section was not confined to 
machinery which was in itself dangerous in tlie ordinary course 
of careful working, and that the shuttles were " dangerous 
parts of the machinery " if any of the above-mentioned causes 
of their flying out of the shuttle race were likely to occur with 
any degree of frequency. Hikdlb v. Bibtwistlb. Dec. 16. 
Divisional Court (Wills and Wright JJ,). 

Counsel: Sir 7?. Webster, A.-O,, IL Sutton and Sanderson; 
SirE, Clarke, Q.C., and K Sutton. Solicitors: Solicitor to the 
Treaswry ; Rmvdiffes & Bawle. J. F. C. 



4. FABUAXBHT— BS0I8TEATI0H — Revising barrister closing 
lists. By sect. 28, sub-sect. 9, of the Parliamentary and 
Municipal Begistration Act, 1878 (c 26), " Subject as herein 
and otherwise by law provided tiie revising barrister shall 
retain the name ... of every person objected to unless the 
objector appears ... in support of his objection." By sub- 
sect. 10, "If the objector so appears the revising barrister 
shall require him, unless he is an overseer, to prove that he 
gave the notice of objection required by law to be given by 
him, and to give prima facie proof of the ground of objection." 
By sub-sect. 11, "If such proof is given by the objector . . . 
then unless the person objected to appears . . . and proves that 
he was entitled . . . the revising barrister shall expunge the 
name of the person objected to." A notice of the revision of 
the lists of parliamentary and municipal electors for a borough 
stated that the lists for a certain x>arliamentary division of the 
borough would be closed at a certain sitting of the Revision 
Court. At the termination of that sitting the revising barrister, 
being satisfied that there were no claimants or persons objected 
to present who desired to be heard, declared the lists closed. 
Upon the occupiers' list was the name of a certain voter who 
was objected to by an objector who was not an overseer, but 
at the time of the lists being declared closed no person had 
applied to be heard either in support of the voter's right to be 
on Ithe list, or in support of the objection thereto. On the 
following day the revising barrister allowed the objector to 
prove service of notice of objection and to ^yQ prima fade proof 
of the ground of objection ; while he at the same time refused to 



hear evidence on behalf of the voter in opposiiion to thti 
objection, on the ground that, the lists having been dosed, his 
application] to be heard was too .late; and he expnnged the 
voter's name from the ^ii—Held, that, notwithBtanding the 
provisions of the above-mentioned sections, the lewng 
barrister was justified in so doing. Thb Queen v. Sqiudi ahd 
OvBBEND. Dec. 16. Divisional Court (Wills and Wright JJ.). 
Counsel; Lewis Thomas; H, Sutton; W. Graham, Solicitors: 
A, S, Lawson ; Solicitor to the Treasury. J. F. C. 



6. TBUCnSE AVD CSSTUI QTO TBTTSt — PUaCHAn IT 

raaffTESi— Express Trust —Delay— Statute of Frauds— Staiuiet 
of Limitations— Bankruptcy Act, 1869 (r. 71), s. 49— Direrfw^ 
accounts before official referee — Costs on higher scale. Prior to 
1873, the plaintiff, a married woman, the owner of certain coiee 
estates in Ceylon then in mortgage, employed the defendajit, 
a Ceylon merchant, to manage theuL In 1873 the defendant 
purchased the estates from the^ mortgagees, and he sub- 
sequently, without the plaintiff's knowledge, sold them ftt » 
considerable profit. In 1894 the plaintiff brought an action 
against the defendant claiming that he had purchased the 
estates as a trustee for her, an account of the proceeds of ^ 
and payment of the balance that might be found due ton him 
after allowing for payment of the mortgage money and hit 
expenses of management. The defendant pleaded, (1) that the 
estates were conveyed to him as beneficial owner, and not as a 
trustee for the phuntiff; (2) that no trust was pioved ia 
writing within the Statute of Frauds ; and (3) that the plain- 
tiff's claim, if proved, was barred (a) by the defendants bank- 
ruptcy in 1879, (6) by the Statutes of Limitations, and (c) bj 
the plaintiff's ladies, and by lapse of time apart from that 
statute. 

Held, (1) that a trust was established by the evidence and; 
the correspondence between the parties: (2) that it was not 
competent for the defendant, knowing the facts, to deny the! 
trust and set up the Statute of Frauds in order t» keeptti 
land himself; and (8) (a) that, the defendant's banlmiptef 
being governed by the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, he waa, hf 
sect. 49, not discharged from the plaintiff's claim as cestui ^ 
trust; (b) that, under sect 25, sub-sect. 2, of the Judicatoe 
Act, 1873, there being an express trust, the Statutes of J^ 
tations afforded no defence, the action being by cestui que tmd 
against trustee, and not by mortgagor against mortgagee; and 
(c) that lapse of time alone was not sufficient to bar '^~ 
plaintiff's claim, and that, having regard to the conduct of 
parties between 1873 and 1894, the plaintiff had not lost 
right to relief. 

Declaration that the defendant purchased the estates as tmsl 
for the plaintiff, but subject to a charge for the amount paid * 
him to the mortgagees. Account ordered of defendant's del 
ings with the estates, the account being taken as between iit 
tee and cestui que trust, and not as between mortgagor al 
mortgagee, but not on the footiDg of wilful default Defendi 
to bo allowed all his advances and outlays, with Coloni 
interest ; but to be charged only simple interest at 4 per eel 
on balances in his hands unless it appeared he had made mol 
Defendant to pay the costs of the action including the costs 
the appeal. The accounts ordered to be taken before t 
official referee, instead of before the chief clerk, as being nKi 
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exp6ditioi]& Costs on the higher scale not allowed. Boohs- 
roucAULD V. BousTiAD. Doc. 12. C. A. (Halsbuiy L.C., 
Lindley and A. L. Smith L.JJ.). 

CoraiBel: Bdidane, Q.(7., and T. L. Gilmour; Benshaw, Q.C, 
and 0. Lawrence, Solicitors : Q, H, C, Lea ; ffoUams, Sons, 
Cineard A Eawkshy, G. I. F. C. 



6. ynmOB AinO FUBOHASIB—OOVTRACT-^ ^ccep^nce of 
oJfer—Siatuie of Frauds (c. 3), s. 4. In August, 1895, plaintiff 
offered defendant Hughes 15007. for a freehold house called 
"The Wray.'' The offer was refused; but on the 7th of 
Norember, 1895, defendant in writing told plaintiff that he 
would take 20007. On the following day plaintiff replied in 
writing : *• I have decided to accept Mr. Hughes' offer, and will 
giTe the 2000?. be asks for the freehold of the Wray property. 
I should like to know from what time Mr. Hughes wishes the 
poichase to d&ie" i—Heid, that the last sentence did not 
impose a fresh term, but was merely a courteous way of asking 
the Tendor when he desired completion of the sale to take 
idaoe; that there was therefore an unconditional acceptance of 
the defendant's offer, and a binding contract of sale. Simpson 
r. HuGHBs. Dec 18. Homer J. 

Oonnsel: Eve, Q,0., and IT. Fellows; Oswald, Q.C, and | 



George Lawrence; Neville, Q,C,, and 0. Leigh-Clare, Solicitors 
Hyde^ Tandy, MaJion A Sayer; Meredith, Hoberts & Mills, for 
Birch, Cfillimore & Douglas, Chester; Talbot & Quayle, F. E. 



7. WATER — STREAK — Spring percolating through the soil. 
A subterraneous flow of water may in some circumstances 
possess the yery same characteristics as a body of water running 
on the surface; but water falling from the sky, or, escapiug 
from a spring which does not flow onward with any continuity 
of parts but becomes dissipated in the earth's strata aud simply 
percolates through or along those strata, until it issues from 
them at a lower level through dislocation of the strata or 
otherwise, cannot with any propriety be described as a stream. 
Judgment of the Second Division of the Court of Session 
aflSrmed. M'Nab v, Eobbbtson, 38 S. L. E. 497. Dec. 15. 
H. L. (Lords Watson, Shand and Davey : Lord Halsbury L.C. 
dissenting on the construction of the demise). 

Counsel: A. Graham Murray, L.A., Q,C., Cozens-HardyfQ.C, 
and Abd (of the Scottish Bar); Cripps, Q.C, and Mac/arlane 
(of the Scottish Bar). Solicitors : Flux, Thompson <fe Flux, for 
Gilt & Pringle, W.S., Edinburgh ; Nicholson & Patterson, for 
Tait & Crichton, W.S., Edinburgh. G. J. W. 
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HIGH OOUBT OF JUSTICE. 
PBOBATB, DIVOBOB, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 



HILARY aJXTI^aa, 1«96. 



FBOBATB AND MATRIMONIAL. 
The Orans set down for trial will be taken in tbe following 



XJwDmrmnmD Matbdcohial Oauub will be taken on the 11th, 13th, 

litb, and 15ih Jannazy. 
OonofH JuBT Oatom, Thnreday, 16th January, to Friday, 7th 

February, inolnaiTe. 
Probate and Matrimonial Oommon Jury CSanaes will form one List, 
and be tnken in the order in which they aie set dowo. 

PaOBATB AMD D«fBfDID MATBlMO!fIAL O^UflBei lOB HbaBINO BBrOBB 

THi OooBT Itbblf, Saturday, 8ih February, to Tuesday 3rd 
Uaroh, imdusiye. 
Probate and Defended Matrimonial Oduses will form one List, and 
be taken in the order in whioh they are set dowu. 
8noiai. JuBT Oatobs, Wednesday, 4th March, to Tuesday, 24th 
March, inolusife. 
Ptobate and Matrimonial Special Jury Oauses will form one List, 
and be taken in the order in whioh they are set down. 

NonoL— Oommon and Special Jury Oauses set down for trial after 
the Sittinn List is published, and which are ready for trial at the 
time the Oommon and Special Jury Oauses are taken, will be added to 
the list 

A Supplbmbbtal List of Undefended and Defended Oauses With- 
oat Juries wUl be taken on and after Wednesday, the 25th March. 

BuMMOBSBs bbiobb tbb Judge will be heard at 11 o'clock 
aal MotkMis wUl be heard in Oonrt at 12 o'clock on Monday 
Janoaiy 18th, and on each suooeeding Monday during the Sittings, 

Summonses before the Registrars will be heard at the Probate 
Begiefeiy, Someraet House, on eaoh Tuesday and Friday durinir the 
Bitlmgi^ at half-past 11 o'clock. ' * 

All PapeiB for Motioos on Mondays mmd be left in the Oontentious 
Department of the Principal Probate Registry at Somerset House 
bciofe 2 o^ck»k pjl on the preceding Wednesday. 



ADMIRALTY. 
Thb Oodbt will dt in the Royal Oourts of Justice^ 

At 10.30 A.M. on every Week-day, except Monday, and at 11 A.M, on 
eyery Monday, from Saturday, January 11th, until Wednesday, 
April 1st, inclusiye. 

A Diyidonal Oourt wiU sit on the first Tuesday in eaoh month 
during the Sittings, when necessary. 

Summonses in Ohambers will be taken at 11, and Motions in Oourt 
at 11.30 every Monday during the Sittings. 

All Papers for BKotions and for Summonses to be heard before the 
Judge must be left in the Admiraltnr Registry, Royal Oourts of 
Justice (Boom 738), on the Wednesday preceding. 



Summonses before the Registrar will be heard at the Admiralty 
Registry, Royal Oourts of Justice (Boom 730 or 733), at 11 a.m. 
on eyeiy Wednesday and Saturday during the same period. 



The Admiralty R^stry and the Marshal's Office are on the Third 
Floor of the West Wing, in Rooms Noa 730 to 744, and are open 
tnm 10 to 4, except on Saturday and during the Long Vacation, 
the Ohristmas Vacation, and on Whit TneKlay, when the hours 
are from 10 to 2. 

The Long Vacation is from August 13th to October 23rcl, and the 
Ohristmas Vacation from December 24th to January 6th, 
inclusiye. 

The Offices are closed on Oood Friday, Easter Eye, Easter Monday 
and Tuesday, and Whit Monday, also on Ohristmas Day, and 
the next foUowing working day. 

Registrar's Room, 730; Assistant Registrar's Room, 733; Reference 
Room, 743. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



HILARY TERM, 1896. 

8TLLABU8 of a COURSE OF 8IX LECTURES to be delivered by 
A, BIBRELL, Q,a, M.P., an « THE DUTIES AND LIABILL 
TIES OF TBUSTEESr 

SYLLABUS. 
IHfferent kinds of Trusts :— Express Trusts (Executed and Exe- 
tnUtrj); Implied Trusts; Resulting Trusts; Oonstructiye Trusts- 
Pahlie Trosts and Private Trusts.— Object of these Lectures to ascer^ 
tttbfc end explain present legal position of persons who have accepted 
aaezprasBexeoated private Trust either under a Will or Deed. 



In order to ascertain this position, reference must be had to both 
Oasb Law and Statute Law. Important changes have recently 
been made in the law on this subject, both by statute and by a new 
dispceition and temp^ towards Trustees shewn by the Judges in 
recent important decisions. 

The present time is, therefore, a favourable opportunity to survey 
the subject and to consider, first, the Duties of Trustees and then 
their Liabiutibs. 

Thb Duties of Tbubtbes. 

The Fibst duty of a Trustee is to make himself acquainted with 
the Terms of his Trust The Second duty is always to bear those 
terms in mind and carry them out. The Thibd duty is never to 
depart from them. The Foubth duty is to take as much care of the 
Trust property as (being a prudent man of business) he is accustomed 
to take of his own. The Fifth duty is in all investments, and par- 
ticularly in tiie case of investments on mortgage of real or leasehold 
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estate, to observe to the leUer both the piOTiBionfi of the Trust Deed or 
Will and tiie requirements of Parliament The Sixth duty is to give 
the persons ben^cially interested in the Trust such information as to 
the state of the trust funds and otherwise as they may from time to 
time require, and to furnish such persons with Accounts. The 
Seybnth duty is not to make a penny piece of personal profit out of 
the trust business — ^unless a professional man specially authorized by 
the Trust Deed or Will so to do. The Eighth duty is to co-operate 
with the Go-Trustee or Go-Trustees in a friendly and reasonable spirit, 
and to consult him or them about all matters connected with the 
Trust, and to retire (on being paid costs, charges and expenses) 
whenever requested so to do by the parties interested. And Ninthly 
and LASTLY, whenever any question of difficulty actually arises as to 
the extent of his powers or the nature of his duty, to take the opinion 
of a Judge in Ghambers by way of Summons. 

The Liabilitiss of Tbustbeb. 

The Liabilities of Trustees are measured bv their duties. Every 
plain neglect of duty is a Breach of Trust, ana if a Breach of Trust 
results in pecuniary loss, the Trustee committing it is personally 
liable, e.^., to make an investment of a kind not authorized by the 
terms of the Trust is to neglect Duties Nos. I., II. and III., whilst to 
make an. improvident investment on a mortgage security (mortgage 
securities being authorized by the Trust) is to neglect Duties Nos. 
IV. and v.— Active and Passive Breaches of Trust.— :Liability for 
Breaches of Trust of a Go-Trustee. — ^Acquiescence in a Breach of 
Trust — ^Difference between an act which is a Breach of Trust ab 
initio^ and one which only subsequently becomes a Breach of Trust— 
Usual Breaches of Trust — Improper Investments, and continuing to 
carry on Farming and other wutness operations for the benefit of 
Widov3S and Infants, 

The present Law as to Investments^ and as to carrying on business 
—What is Wilful Default— The Statute of Limitations may now be 
pleaded by Trustees in certain circumstances: These circumstances 
considered. — ^The delegation of Trusts. — ^Power of Trustees to autbo- 
rize receipt of money by Banker or Solicitor. — Nominal necessity of 
all the Trustees taking part in the trust transactions.— Forgery. — 
Bemuneration of Trustees.— Scotch Law. — ^Yalue of Indemnity Glauses 
contained in the Act of 1893 (see sections 24 and 45). — Proposals to 
have Official Trustees. 

Statutbs. 

The Trustee Ad, 1888 (51 & 52 Yiot. c. 59), sections 1 and 8. 

Other sections have been repealed. 
The Trustee Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict o. 53). 
An Act to amend Trustee Act, 1893 (57 & 58 Vict c. 10) (1894). 
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Some Impobtant Heoent Decisions whiou will bi 

1. Speight v. Gaunt (1883), 9 Appeal Gasee, p. 1. 

2. Learoyd v. Wliiteley (1887), 12 Appeal Gases, p. 727. 
8. Rae v. Meeh (1889), 14 Appeal Gases, p. 558. 

4. Knox V. Mackinnon (1888), 13 Appesl Gases, p. 753. 

5. Priest v. Uppleby (1889), 42 Gh. Div. 351. 

6. In re Bowden, Andrew v. Cooper (1890), 45 OL D. 441 

7. Somerset v. Earl PouteU (1894), 1 Gh. 231. 

The Lectures will be delivered in the Lbotube Room, und£i tb 
Inner Temple Library. Entrance in King's Bench Walk. 

The First Lecture will be delivered on 

Thursday, the 16th of January, at 7.30 p.m., 

and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour on gabfiequot 
Thursdays. 

The Lectures will be open to all Members of the Inns of Goort fiMj 
and to gentlemen Non-Members on payment of a Fee of One Qm 
for the Course. 

Tickets for Non^Members to be obtained at the Office of (he CoiatH ' 
Unooln*s Inn HaU, W.G. 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVEI^ 

Gbarles Qoble Ghampion and Ernest Robert OhampioQ ((^himpUl 
ft Sons), Sr^licitors, 17, Ironmonger Lane, by mutual consent u fini 
June 30, 1895. 

Henry Kinneir, Henry Coggan Tombs, and Walter Henry Kbm 
(ELinneir & Tombs), Solicitors, Swindon, Cricklade, and Woott 
Bassett, Wilts, as from Dec. 31, 1894, so far as regards Henry Ooffi 
Tombs. The business will henceforth be carried on under the f^i 
of Kinneir & Go. 

Francis Lawson and Frederick William Gook (Lawson & Cod 
Solicitors, 26, Great James Street, Bedford Bow, W.C, by nwti 
consent as from Dec. 31, 1895. 

Thomas Watkin Wayne Morgan and Biohaxd Hill-Male (Uargal 
Male), Solicitors, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, dissolved on Nov. 21, 191 
by mutual consent. 



APPOINTMENT. 

Arthur Mellor Bramall, Esq., of 47, Lime Street, E On btf 1 
appointed Solicitor to the Yestzy of St. Mary, Islington. 
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Second Edition, Revised and Enlarged. Demy 8vo., dotb, 9s. 
FRAUD AND MISREPRESENTATION.-A Short Treatise 
on the Law relating to Fraud and Misrepresentation. By Sydney Hastings, B.A., 
of the Inner Temple, Banister-at-Law, Author of " A TreaUae on the I^aw of 
Torts," Ac, &c. 
"This is a very useful little treatise. It is well and clearly written, and the cases 
are hrooght well up to date."— Law Timei, 

*«* A Catalogue of Modem Law Books, just issued, sent free on appUoaUoA, 



SOUTH WALES AND VICTORIA. A Treatise for the Guldanoe of Soil* 
Directors, Investors, and others. By Alvrkd ds Libba, BsnMer-st'l' 
Sydney, N.S.W. 

Crown 8VO., doth, 3«. Sdc 
DOG LAW.— The Law relating to Doga. By Edward Uassos, i 
the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

Small 4to., sewn, Zt. . -^ 

CHRONOLOGICAL TABLE OF PUBLIC OENE&AIACI 

IN FORCE. 20 Hen. Ill (1235) to 67 & 58 Vict 1894. By Paul "■■ 

of Lincoln's Inn, Barrister-at-Law. ^m 

*<The veiy small compass in which Mr. StrickUnd has indicated the whole «l« 

matter of the Acts renders it of the Kreatest vat.*'— Weekly RegiiUr. 

** This is a useflil puhllcation."— //-if^i Law Timet. .^ 

" Shows at a glance the present condition of the Statute hooW—Maneh/etUr Gurt^ 




Cases, and all the important Statates dealing with Local Bating. 9f ^ 
BoTLB, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, and G. HinirHiin**'^ 
Fellow of the Surveyors' Institute, &c 



Lohdon: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Ldoted, Law PuBLiSHBBe, 27, Fleet Street, £.G. 
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CIBCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 



ThefdOowing Judges witt remain in Town .-—The Lord Chief Justice of England, Pollock B., Ghablbs J., 
Bbuoe J., during the whole of the Circuits ; (he other Judges till their respective Commission Days, 



NOTFCE.—la oaees where no note is appended to the Names of the Oircait Towns both Giyil and Criminal Business 
must be ready to be'taken on the first working day; in other cases the note appended to the name of the Gironit 

^ Town indicates Ithe day before which Oivil Business will not be taken. In the Case of Oircnit Towns to whica 
two Judges go there will be no alteration in the old practice. 
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OklQBDw 


Hknia. 


Wannv. 


aWixm 

▲HD 

Ghsstu. 


N.Wals, 
Chxstsbavd 

GLAMOaOAH. 


a RABTEXa. 


BOBIBSUI. 


a.SASTunr. 


k 


Hawkins J, 
Maihew J. 


Qraniham J, 
Wright J, 


Cave J. 


Mr, Commr. 
Bosanquet, 


Day J, 
• • • ■ 


3/r. Commr. 
Forbes, Q.C 


WUlsJ, 


Vaughan 
Williams /. 
Kennedy J, 


Latorance J, 
Collins /. 
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Dates not yet fixed. 
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Welshpool 
Dolgelly 
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Cambridge 
Thursday IC 
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• • • ■ 


Dorchester 


HaTofori-w. 

Lampeter 
• • •• 

Oarmarthen 
•• • • 
Brmm 
Presteign 

Chesi 


•■ •• 




Middstone | .. 
Monday 20,^^^^^^^ \ 

Tuesday 21 
«• •• 

Guildford < .. 

•• .. Bodmin 

£xet«r2 









•t •• 
BeaHmaria 
Ratlin 
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Mold 
er2 


Ipswich 
Wednes, 22 

•• •• 

Nomich 

Tuesday 28 

•• • • 

Chelmsford 
Tws. Fe\ 4 
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SUPREME COURT OP JUDICATURE. 



HILARY SITTINGS, 1896. 



84WIIU7, Jan. 11 
IConuT M 18 



T0BDI4T 



Fkoat 

€klVSDAT 



HOVBAT 



14 
15 
16 

17 

18 



20 



TUMDAT M 21 

WimnsDAT ,, 22 



- 24 
„ 25 



VbID4T 

Sacubdat 



ICOKDAT 



IhtTHDAV 



^ TOBDAT 
WmVtSDkY 



^TlUBB>AT 

Phoat 

fiAnW>AT 



MOMDAT 



27 



28 
29 



80 



#UDAT ,. 81 

^ssnaoAT^ 2 Feb. 1 

IfOVDAT . 8 



- 4 
>. 5 



10 



CouET OF Appeal. 



APPEAL OOUBT, L 

#VMrf md iMerloentorv ^mMolf 

tt« P»«ba<i; iXvoroi^ «md Ad- 
minUg IHviHim iAdmtnUM), 
tmd tJu 9tMen*tAeii«A Dinitton 

Ap. Mns. ex p.— Ozig. Mdb. 
—Ape. ftom Olds, made 
on Interloontory Kotione 
V ft New Trial Paper if req. 
New Trial Paper • 
Ditto. 
Ditto. 

Bkcy. Ap8. k N. T. Paper. 
New Trial Paper 



Ap. Mns. ex. p. — Orig.Uns. 
— Ape. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mna. and Q.B. 
Final AppeaU if reqd. 

Q.B. Final Appeals . 
Ditto • « • . 



Ditto. 

Bkcy. Ap8. ft Q.B. F. Aps. 
Q.B. Final Appeals . 



Ap. Mns. «0 p.— Orig. Mns. 
— ^Ape. fhim Ords. made 
on inter. Motions and 
New Trial Paper if reqd. 

New Trial Paper . 
Ditto. 



Ditto «... 

Bkcy. Apps ft N. T. Vvpet. 
New Trial Paper . 



Ap. Mna. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
—Aps. from Ords. made 
on inter. Mns. and Q.B. 
Final Appeals if reqd. 

QJ3. Final Appeals • 
Ditto • • • • 



Ditto. 

Bk^. Ape. ft Q.B. F. Appe. 
Q. B. Final Appeals. 



Ap. Mns. es p. — Orig. Mns. 
—Ape. from Olds, made 
on Inter. Mns. and New 
Trial Paper if required. 



APPEAL COTIST, IL 

^iMl Md JW«rloe«tory Afftait 
frvm fkt Ckametnmtd Probaie, 
IHo9rc9, mnd AOmkrMg IHiol- 
aioM (ProbaU mmd JHmrm\ 

Ap. Mns. M p. — Oiig. Mns. 
—Aps. fhxn Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List), 
ft Oh. Final Aps. if reqd. 

Ohancery Final Appeals • 
Ditto. 

Connty Palatine Ape. and 
Ohanoery Final Appeals.^ 

Chancery Final Appeals 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 



Ditto. . . . 

Ap. Mns. m p.— Orig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on &ter. Mns. (sep. List), 
ft Oh. Final Aps. if leqd. 

Ohaaoeiy Final Appeals • 

Ditto • • . 
Ditto • • • •' 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. e0 p.— Orig. 
—Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sop. List) 
ft Oh. Final Aps. if ivqd. 

Ohanoery Final Appeals . 

Ditto. 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. esp.— Oiig. Mns. 

— ^Aps. frcnn Orden made 

on Inter. Mna (sepi List) 

ft Oh. Final Aps. if leqd. 

County Palatino Appeab 

and Ohanoery Final Aps. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 

Ditto. . . 



Ditto. 



HIGH OOUBT OP JU8TIOJ5- 



OHAVOBBT OOUST, I. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Chittt. 

Petitions and Short Causes. 
Sitting in Chambers . 



Mns. ft Non-Witneis List . 
Non-Witness List . 
Ditto .... 

Mns. ft Non-Witness List . 
Pets., Short Oau., Op. Pets.,' 

Pia Sams., and Non- 

Witneasliat 
Sitting in Chamben. 



Non-Witnoai List 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Mns. ft Non- Witness List . 

Pets., Short Cauoee, Pro. 
Sums., Op. Pets., and 
Non-^tnem List 

Sitting In COiambon. 



Non-Witness LM 
Ditto 



Ditto. • . • 

Mns. ft Non-Witness List . 

Pets., Short Causes,] Pro. 
Sums., Op. Pets., and 
Non-Witness List 

Sitting in Chamben. 



Witness List 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ditto. 
Ditto. 



Sitting in Chambers 



QHAICEBTOOUSTilL 

Before 
Mr. Jnstdoe North 

Mtns.,Sh.Gaiuei,aEPtDi. 
Sitting in Chamben. 



Adjourned SammoDM • 
Ditto . . . 
Ditto. . . • 

Motions and Adj. Ssmna ^ 

Short Causes, Peta. M 

ther ConsiderstioDS, w 

A^'oumed 8imimooB&« 

Sitting in Chamben. « 



Adjourned 8i 
Ditto. 



Ditto . . • 

Mns.ftA4Joiiiiied8oiBi.«, 
Short Causes, F0bs 9i» 
ther ConsideiatiDDS,tfil 
Adjourned 8ununo&aei> 
Sitting in Chamben . 



Adjoomed SnmmoBfei 
Ditto. . . 



Ditto. 

Motions ft Adjd.Sa]nn|^ 
Short Causes, PBta,*^ 

ther ConsidentioDi^t 

A<iyounied 
Sitting in Chamben. 




^A4joamed Summooin 
Ditto. 



Motkms (for Mr. M 
CHrrTr)andAdj.Siim 

MotionBandA4i.^Qn* 

Sh. Cau., Pets., vbM\ 

Unop.Peta.forMr.i< 

tioe Odttt, For. Oci 

andA4|(Nimed8iioiB« 

Sitting in Chamben. 
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SUPREME COURT OP JUDICATURE. 






BILART BITTINGB, 1896. 





OHANOEBT DIVISION. 



LQBD OHOOELLOB'B OOUBT. 

Before 

Mr. Justice Stirung. 

lltnt.. Short Oftusee, ft Unop^Ptos. 
Sitting in Ghftmbera . 



Gcneial Paper 
Ditto 
I>ftto 



liohis^ Adjd. SamnB., ft Gen. Paper 

Bhact OuuKa. Petitionf, Adjoamed 

BmniiMmaea, and General Paper. 

ffitttng in Chamben . 



GcneBalP^per 
Ditto 



Motions for Hr. Jnetioe Kkkswigh 
and General Paper. 

Hotiona, Adjd. Sunma., ft Gen. Pa. 

Shi. Oan., Petne. (including Unop. 
Fietna. for Mr. Jnstioe Kskkwioh), 
A4id. Snnina. and General Paper. 

Sitting in Ghamberi .| 



^ Qeneral Paper 
V Ditto 



Motiona for Mr. Jiuiice Eikxwich 
and General Paper. 
^ Mtna., Adjd. Snmns., ft Gen. Paper 
j^Sbt.Gana, PtSB. (including Unop. 
Peta. for Mr. Justice Kixswioh), 
Adjnd. Snmns., and Gen. Paper . 
Sitting in Chambers 



Wttneas Actione 
Ditto . 



CHANCERY COURT, IV. 

Before 

Mr. Jnstioe Ebkbwich. 



Ditto 

Ditto 
Ditto 



ffitting in Ohamben 



Bosiness according to the days of 
the week : — 

Monday— Sitting in Ohamben. 

Thursday ' . . .)P»P«r- 

Friday — (except Jauuarv 24{h, and 
February 2nd) — Dfotiona and 
Non- Witness Actions or Adjourned 
Summonses. 

The first day of the Sittings, 
Saturday, January 11th, and the 
last day of the Sittings, Wednes- 
day, April 1st, will also be Motion 
days. 

In addition Mr. Jnstioej Stiblivq'b 
Motions will be taken on Thurs- 
days, February 6th, and February 
13th. 

Satuday— Short Causes, Petitions, 
and Non-Witness Actions, or Ad- 
journed Summonses. 

Actions for Trial with Witnesses will 
be taken on Tuesday, January 
21st, and continued until the end 
of the following week. Motions 
will be heard during that period 
by Mr. Justice SnBLnre. 

Actions for Trial with Witnesses 
will also be taken at other time^, 
and probably for another con- 
tinuous fortnight Notioe will be 
gi?en in the Daily Cause List 

BuHnem in ihe Liverpool and Man- 
dkesfsr DUtriei BegiiHei wiU he 
taken onee a foffnighJL ae foOom : — 

Summonses in Chambers on the 
Afternoons of Fridays, January 
17th and February 7th, and sub- 
sequently on alternate Fridays. 

Motions, Short Causes, F^itions, 

and Adjoamed Summonses on 

Saturdays, January 18tb, and 

February 8th, and subsequently 

' on alternate Saturdays. 



OEAlTCEBT COUBT, lU. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Bomeb. 



The following will be the Order of Actions transferred for Trial or Hear- 



ing only will be taken in the order 
in the Cause List on cYcry day of 
the Sittings, fifom January 11th 
to April 1st, both inclosiye. 



Satubdat, 

MOIIDAT 


Jan. 


u 

13 


Tuesday 

WnDSKDAT 

Thubsdat 




U 

|1& 
16 


Fbidat 
Satubdat 


19 


17 
18 



MOHDAT 



TUBSDAT 

Wbdnbsdat 



Thubsdat 

FBmAT 

Satubdat 



MOHDAT 



Tubsdat 
Wbdnbsdat 



Thubsdat 



21 

22 



23 

24 
25 



27 



28 
2» 



30 



Fbidat „ 3t 

Satubdat, F^b. 1 



MOXDAT 



TuBBDAT ff 

Wbdnbsdat « 



Thubsdat 



Friday 
Satubdat 



4 
5 



7 
8 



Monday n ^^ 



[Gmf tntied on next page.J 

Digitized by VjOOQIC 



THE WEEKLY NOTES. 



[Jan. 11, 1896. 
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HILARY 8ITTINGB, ieQ6—o(miinued. 



Tuno^T, Feb. 11 

n 12 



Thubsd^t 
Satubdat 



HOHDAT 



TUSDAT 

WmniDAT 



Thdbsdat 

FsmjiT 

Saturday 



Hqvdat 



Tdmdat 
WiDinaDAT 



Thvbsdat 
Fbidat 

BATUBi>AT 



„ 13 
„ 15 



17 



n 18 
H 19 



20 

21 

22 

24 

25 
26 

27 

28 
29 



HovDAT, March 2 



TUMDAT 
WlDKlBDAT 



THUB8DAT 

Fridat 
SatubdaT 



Monday 



Court of Appeal. 



APPEAL COURT, L I APPEAL COURT, n. 



New Trial Paper 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Bkoy. Aps. ft N. T. Paper. 
New Trial Paper . 



Ap. Mns. ezp, — Grig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Orders made 
on Inter. Mdb. and Q.B. 
Final Appeals if reqd. 

Q. B. Final Appeals. 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Bkov. Ape. & Q. B. F. Aps. 
Q.B. Final Appeals. 



Ap. Mns. . ezp, — Orig. Mn& 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions and 
N. T. Paper if required. 

New Trial raper 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Bkcy. Aps. and N. T. Paper. 
New Trial Paper . 



Ap..Mns. ex. p.— Orig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. fh>m Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions, and 
Q.B.F.Ap. if required. 

Q. B. Final Appeals. 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 

. Bkcy. Aps. & Q.B. F. Aps. 
7 I Q. B. Final Appeals. 



9 Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
I — Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. & New 
j Trial Pai>er if required. 



Ohanoery Final Appeals . 

Ap. Mns. ex p, — Ong. Mns. 
— Aps. from Orders made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List), 
ft Oh. Final Aps. if req. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 

Ditto. 

Ditto. . . 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. ex p.— Orig. Mns. 
— Ape.^lhiin Ords. made 
<m Inter. Mbsl (sep. UstX 
ft Oh. Final Apa. if req. 

Ohanoery Final Appeals . 



Ditto. 
Ditto. 



maH COURT OF JUSTICE 



CHANCERY COURT L 

Before 
Mr. Justice Chtitt. 



Witness List 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
— ^Ape. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. Ldst), 
ft Oh. Final Aps. if leqd. 

Chanoeiy Final Appeals . 

Ditto. 
Ditto. 



Ditto . 



Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 

— Aps. from^Ordors made 

on Inter. Mns. (sep. List), 

& Oh. Final Aps. if reqd. 

County Palatine Appeals 

and Ohanoery Final Aps. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 

Ditto. 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 



Sitting in Ohamben . 



Non-Witness Llifc 
Ditto. 



Mns. for Mr. Justice Nobth 
and Non-Witness List • 

Mns. ft Non-Witness List. 

Pets., (inc. Unop. Pets, for 
Mr. Justice Nobth), Short 
C, 0pp. Pets., Pro. Sums., 
ft Non-Witneos List . 

Sitting in Ohamben 



Non-WitnewList 
Ditto. 



Mns. for Mr. Justice Nobte, 
and Non-Witness List . 

Mns. and Non- Witness List 

Pets., (inc. Unop. Pets, for 
Mr Jostioe Nobth), Short 
0., Pro. Sums., 0pp. Pets., 
ft Non-Witness Liist 

Sitting in Chambers . 



Non- Witness List 
Ditto. 



Ditto .... 

Mns. ft Non-Witness List. 
Pets., Short Oauses, Pro. 

Sums., 0pp. Pet, and 

Non- Witness List 
Sitting in Chambers. 



CEAirOEBTOOnXTiE 

Before 
Mr. Justice North. 



Adjoomed Bumnmiiei 
Ditto • • « 



Mtns. (for Mr. Jostioe 
OfliTTT). ft Adjd. 8«iiB. 

Mtns. ft Adjonmed Bvma. 

Short 0. (inc. Unop. Peti 
for Mr. Justice GHmf X 
Fur. OonsiderstioDS, i 
Ai^. Sunmionfles . 

Sittii^ in Cbamben. 



Witnen Actions 
Ditto. 



Ditto . 

Ditto. . . 
Ditto. . • 



Sitting in (Thamben. 



Witness Actions 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ditto. 
Ditto. 



[Sitting in Chambeis 



General Pbper. 
Ditto . 



Ditto. 

Mtns. and Adjd. Sams. • 

Short Oauses, Petitioofli 

Further OonsideiatioDii 

and Adjourned Samns. . 

Sitting in Chambers. • 
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SUPREME O OUBT OF JUDIOATUBE. 

EILART SITTINGS, 18%— «)n<m«««. 



COSANOEBT DIVISION. 



LOBD aSANdELLOB'S COURT. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Stibung. 



Witness Aetions 
Ditto 



CHANCEBT C0T7BT, IV, 

Before 
Mr. Justice Kekbwioh* 



Ditto 

Ditto 

DiUo 



BlitiiiginOhamben 



OensnlFtoer 
Ditto 



Ditto 



! 



Htns., Adjd. Sunms., ft Gen. Paper 
Short Orases, Petitions, Adjonmed 
" and General Paper. 



ffittinc in Chambers 



Oeneiml Paper 
Ditto . 



Ditto 



MtBs^ Adjd. Smnns., is Gen. Paper ' 

Short Oanses, Petitions, Adjonmed 

SnmmonseSy and General Paper. 



;Sittiiig in Chambers 



Genaral Paper 
Ditto 



Ditto 



Mtn&, Adjd. Somna., is Gen. Paper 

Shiort Cansef, Petitions, Adjonmed 

Snmmonfles, and General Paper. 

Sitting ia Chambers • 



ISeepageS} 



CHANCEBT COUBT, IIL 

Before 
Mr. Justice Bomeb. 



I8eep<ige 5] 



TuisDAT, Feb. 11 

WnWESDAT^ „ 12 



Thubsdat 

Fbidat 
Satubdat 



KoniAT 



TUBSDAT 

WnDmsDAT 



Teubsdat 

Fbidat 
Satubdat 



MOVDAT, 



18 

14 
15 



17 



18 
19 



20 

21 
22 



24 



TUBSDAT 

Wkdmxsdat 


n 


25 
2fi 


Thubsdat 


f» 


27 


Fbidat 
Satubdat 


f9 


28 
29 



MoNDAT, March 2. 



TunDAT 
Wbdhbbdat 


ft 


8 

4 


Thubsdat, 


>« 


5 


Fbidat, 
Satubdat 


n 


6 
7 


MONDAT 


>9 


9 



iChntinued pn ' next page.^ 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 



HILARY 8ITTING8, l^m-isontinued. 



ToHUT, Mar. 10 
WmsHDAT ,• 11 



^Tbubbdat „ 12 

VBID4T n 13 

ftATUBDAT „ 14 



MONSAT 



TUISDAT 
WiDllSSDAT 



16 



17 
18 



TbUBSIAT n 19 

Fbidat „ 20 

BATUBD4T n 21 



MOSDkY 



TUSSDAT „ 24 

WlDHMDAT M 25 



Thubsdat „ 26 
Fbidat, V 27 

Batubdat ,, 28 



MOHBAT 



30 



TOISDAT „ 81 

WmnsDAT, Apr. 1 



OOUET OF ApPBAL. 



AFRBAL COUBT, L 



New Trial Paper 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 
Bkcy. Ape. & N. T. Paper. 
New Trial Paper • 



Ape. Mn. esB. p.— Orig. Mns. 
— Aps. from Orda. made 
on Inter. Motions, and Q. 
B. Final Appeals if reqd. 

Q. B. Final Appeals. 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 
Bkcy. Aps. ft Q.B. F. Aps. 
Qneen*s Bench Final 
Appeals. 

Ap. Mns. SBB. p. — Orig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions and 
New Trial Paper if reqd. 

New Trial Paper . 
Ditto 



Ditto. 
Bkoy. Ape. ft N. T. Paper 
New Trial Paper 



Ap. Mns. ex jp. — Oiig. Mns. 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. and Q B. 
Final Aps. if required. 

Q. B. Final Appeals 
Ditto 



AsMHon) wOl 6i takm en daft 
t be ojppamted >y Me C^otivi. 



APPEAL OOTTBT, H 



Ohanoery Final Appeals . 

Ap. Mns. ex p.^-Ong, Mm. 

^Ape. from Ords. made 

on Inter. Mns. (sep. List), 

ft Gh. Final Aps. if reqd. 

Chancery Final Appeals • 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 
Ap. Mns. asB. p.*Orig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter, Mns. (sep. List), 
ft Gh. Final Aps. if reqd. 
^Ghanoery Final Appeals . 
Ditto. 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 
Ap. Mns. ex p.— Orig. Mns. 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 
ft Gh. Final Ape. if reqd. 
Chancery Final Appeals • 
Ditto. 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ap* Mns. ex p.— Orig. Mns. 

— Ape. froiD Ords. made 

on Inter. Mns. (sep. List), 

ft Gh. Final Aps. if reqd. 



jr.BL— LMMof MaUert (if em) 
ere tehm in ApraixOoimT II., 
011 iMry Mtmdojf «^ XUmn 
UHtU/umer mtici. 



Sfbcial NonoB.— In consequence of the limited state of 
the Chancery Appeal List, the above general arrange- 
ment will be snqjeot to modification j^ the Judges, of 
which due notice will appear in the Daily Cause List 



HIGH COUBT OF JU8TI0E- 



OEAIOEBT 001JBT, I. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Chittt. 



Non-Witne 
Ditto. 



I List 



Ditto. 
Motns. and Non-Witns. List, 
Pets., 6ht. Cs., Op. Pets., 
Pra Sums, and Non- Wit- 
ness List 
Sitting in Chambers . 



Non-Witness List 
Ditto . 



Ditto .... 
Mns. ft Non-'Vntaess List 
Pets., Sht Oe., Pro. Sums., 

()pposed Petitions, and 

Non-Witness List. 
Sitting in (Jhambers • 



Non-Witness List 
Ditto . 



Ditto. 
Mtns. ft Non- Witness. List 
Peti., Sht Cs., Op. Pets.. Pro. 

Snmns,, ft Non- Witness 

List 
Sitting in Chambers • 



Bemg. Mns. ft Non-W. List. 
Ditto. 



OHATCEBTOOUSTiIL 

Before 
Mr. Justice North. 

General Paper • i 
Ditto. 



Ditto. . . . 
Motions and Adjd. Somna 
Sht Causes, Pets., Farther 
Considerations, and Ad- 
journed SummoDsea 
Sitting in Ghambeis. . 



General Paper. 
Ditto . 



Ditto. . . . 

Motions and Adjd. Bamiu. 

Short Causes, Petitiau, 
Further ConndeiaiioiDs, 
and Adjourned Somiifl. 

Sitting in Ghambeis. 



General Paper. 
Ditto . 



Ditto s . . . , 
Motions and Adjd. Sunmi. 
Short Causes, Petitioos» 
Further ConsideratioBB^ 
and Adjourned Snmns. i 
Sitting in Chambers. .i 



General Paper 
Motions 'and Adjourned 
Summonses. 



Sr.a— The WlttMM Liflt wtU pro- 

bftbly bo taken on some oafe 

other than those above appointed, 

of which dae notioe will be giTen. 

When the Wknes* List Is Mng 

taken. Father Oontldentions 

will not be taken oo the 

Toesdajs. 
Att^OnmiiUmiedtoUkeerdea 

•Short Ganae miu< tewmorted 

in ike Oaute Book et leatt one ,- ^ 

dear dajf btfore tke mm eem be pnt in the Paper t» te i» kmre. 

TVo Ctoples of mlnntes of the propoM JodgBMOt or Onte MMif ie Mrt 

in Onirt toift As Judg^e oirh one eieor cfa^ before As Cemeis 
' to be put in the Peper, 
N.B.<^Thefbllowlng pafm on Fur. Ooa. are required Ibr^ue of tht 



jMy OaoM Mindsd if te tesr« «i 
a Short Orase flMMl te #9 MSfM 
in the OmmBeekeiUeeteei 
eiasr te Mri «ta «MM am »t 
mUinthefi^Mrtebemheeri. 
Two Omiee qfJMMito^ A«j»»- 
poeed ^aipment or Order worn 
tel^iii OomrtwUhtheAid^9 
Clerk Ac day b^breihe Oem 
ie to bepet in the Fepor, 



Judge, tIs.— Am ( 



r •/ MimUee ^ thepropoeed jMdpmeiUtr 



Order,l Copy Pleadingt,andl Oenp CMtf (ierkrtOertifkoaie,vUe^ 
mutt bel^in Court with theJudg^e Oltrk one oleiir dap btfon 
theFuT. Con*it readp to oom/tie^ the Peper^'^s 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 



HILARY SITTINGS, 1896— conWntiei. 



OHANCBBT DIVISION. 

LOID OHABOELLOB'B OOITUT. 
Before 
Mr. Justice STiBLnra. 



GeDeml Paper 
Ditto . 



Ditto 

Motu^ Adjd.Siiiiuii^ ft Gen. Paper 
Short OftnseSy FetitionB, Adionmed 

Bnomonsefly and (General Paper. 

Bitting in Chambers . 



tonl Paper 



Ditto 

Vote. Adjd. Sumno.,* Gen. Paper. 
Short OkoM, Fetitiona, Adjourned 
and General Paper. 



ffitttng in Ghaoibera 



taenl Paper 
Ditto . 



Ditto 

Vtooi^ Adjd. Somna.,* Gen. Pbp^ 

Short Oanaea, PetationB, Adionmed 

SmomdOMB, and General Pap^. 

SittiDginOhainben 



GttoalFHwr • • • • 
l[otiM.,Adjd.8amn8., ft Gen. Paper 



OHAirOEBT OOTTBT, IV. 

Before 

Mr. JuBtioe Kbkewioh. 



ISeepageS] 



. • 



MmQmmimmt»Mt$U ktmrd M • Sbort 
IkMMMiC ta w MThMl in fiU Omcm M 

SStt« jSirf Arit OM clMT day HTMnt 
«i Qmm A to f«l late CM Papr. 



WUmtt JctioiuwiafU tahm on davi other 
Am 1km mmtitmti albooi; of thm due 
mtteiwOlbogiveK 



OEABOEBT OOTTBT, m. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Romer. 

ISeepageS] 
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SUPREME 



COURT OP JUDICATURE. 

HILARY SITTINGS, 1896- 



THE COUBT OF APPEAL. 



Appeal Goubt L— Notioks. 



Qaeea's Bench laterlooatory Appsals will be takea ia Court I. on Moaday, Jan. 13, and afterwards on every Monday in Hilair 
Sittings. Bankmptoy Appeals will be taken on Friday, Jan. 17, and following Fridays. 

Qoeen*B Bench Final Appeals and Kew Trial Motions will be taken in Goubt L in alternate weeks during the Sittings. New Trial 
Motions will be taken in Goubt I. on Monday, Jan. 13, and following days in that week. Final appeals in the seoond week. 

On Mondays and Fridays Final Appeals or New Trial Motions will be taken if there are not enough Interloontory or Bankruptcy Appeals for 

a day's Paper. 

Admiralty Appeals (with Assessors) will be taken in Goxtbt I. on days specially appointed by the Gourt, notice of which wQl appear in the 

Daily Gause List. 



Appeal Goubt IT. — Notiobb. 

N^.;0,— Interloontory Appeab from the Ghanoery and Probate and Divorce Divisions will be taken in Goubt II. on Monday, Jan. 13, and 

afterwards on every Wednesday in Hilary Sittings. 

i\r.l?.— Subject to Ghanoery Interlocutory Appeals on Wednesdays, Ghanoery Final Appeals will be taken every day in Goubt IL until further 

notice. 

^.^.— When the Interlocutory Appeals are not enough for a day's Paper, Ghancery Final Appeals will be added on Interlocutory days. 

Afpeau from the Lancaster and Durham Palatine Gourts (if any) will be taken in Goubt II. on Thursday, Jon. 16, Thursday, Feb. 6, and 

Thursday, March 5. 

SrK0U44 NonoE.— In couBequence of the limited state of the Ghancery Appeal List, the above general arrangement will be subject to modifles* 

tion by the Judges, of which due notice will appear in the Daily Gause List. 



From the Ghanoery Diviaion. 
Juigmbsts Bbsbbved. 
Final List. 

>CttQiiAck Sdw&rds sppl. of Attoniey-Qcn« 

from order of Mr. Jn^loe ChiUy, 
dated March S3. ^95 (restored) 

c.a.v. November 4 
(Preeeot, The Lord Chancellor. 
Lord jQBlice A." L. Smith, and 
L-rJ Jmll e Rlgby) 

il I re De Hoghton 

1 De Hoghton De Hoghton appl. of the Oommrs. 
oflnfand Revenne from ordvof 
Mr. Jofetlce Stirling, dated Jnne 
19, 1895. ca.y. November 15 j 
(Piesant. Lord H<>rKhell, Lord 
Justice A. L. Sm'th, and Lord | 
Justice Rlgby) I 

Toe Bn^na Ventura Nitrate Oronnds 
Syndicate Id. appl. of Pitff. from ! 
order cf Mr. Jmtlce Cbitty, dated 
Aug. 2. ie95. c a.v. December 7 I 

SPr.ee-it, Lord Herccbell, L«mi I 
nstice A. L Smith, end Lord 
Jus ice Rigby) 



James 



From the Chancery DivieUm, 



Fdtal List. 



1886. 



1 Hodgson 



De Veysey appl. of Deft. Alice 
De Veysey ttom ordn* of Mr. 
Justice North, dated March 10, 
1895 {lOOl. $ecuritjf oirdered:) 

, (lo re Vaog^an Hughes 



. (InreWhettam 
IParsoas 



part heird (s.o., by order, Nov. 14, 
1895) August 2 



D>nnithorie appl. of Defts N. 
Dcnnithoroe and anr. from order 
of Mr. JusUce North, dated 
M«y 3, 1895 August 9 

6 ChilUngworth Chambers appl. of PltfT. B. J. 
Cbtlimgworth frx>m order of Mr. 
Justice North, dated August 7. 
1895 (January 20) August 23 



. anreSkilbeck 
® I Dyson 



<^ (In 1% Jordan 
(Sergeanteon 



a (In re Sams 
^ iSams 



10 



15 Peek 



.. (InreHnbbuck 



... (InrePltodm 
^^ iBrandreth 



•tLark 



« (In re Same 
'I3ame 



Yaughan Hughes 



, of PI If-. 



from otder^of Mr. Justice Keke- 
iilcb, dated June 20, 1896 part 
heard (s.o. by order, Nov. II, , 
1895) July 24 I 



appl. of Dcfis. Lark. Sons k 
Co. Id. from order of Mr. Jostice 
Kekenicfa, dated June 20, 1896 



Wrigley appl. of Deft. J. P. Crcs- 
land Irom order of Mr. Justice 
Kekewlch, dated June 15, 1895 
(Qoi before February) October 2 

Stokes appl. tf PltfT. from amended 
OfUclal Referee's report, dated ! 
Ju'y 1, 1895 October 19 

Same appl. of Defts. from same 
r. part, dated Joly 1, 1896 

OJober 19 
. (In re Sime \ 

' ISame v. Sjme appl. of Defts. from restored 

Jadgt. of Mr. Justice Keke- alter Official 
wicb, dated June 27, 1893 Referee's 

(In re Same report, by 

(Same o. Sime appl. of DefU. from order, daud ' 
crder of Mr. Justice Kcke- May 24, 1891 i 
wlcb, da'ed July U, 1893 / ' 

11 In re The Common Pi^troleum Ensloe Co. Id. ft I 

Co.'s Acts. 1862 t > 1890 sppl. of 
Ge)rge Emdln, Liquidator of Co., 
from order of Mr. Justice Romer i 
(anting for Mr. Justice Yaughan ' 
Will'ams), dated Avgust 6, 1895 ' 
October 21 

12 Powell BIrxingham Vinegar Brewery Co. I 

Id. appl. of Defts. fnm order of | 
Mr. Justice S.lrllog. dated Oct. i 
29. 1895 November 19 ; 

13 Horrocks Stubba appl. of PltlT. from order 

of Mr. Justice K»kewlch, dated > 
Nov. 80, 1895 DecembT 6 \ 

It In re a Contract between Johnston k Lang & Y. ft , 
P. Act, 1874 appl. of T. John- 
»t)n from order of Mr. Jostice 
Kekewlcb. dat<d Nov. 29, 1895. 
Decembers. 



Riy appl. of Plalntiir fton order 
of Mr. Jttstke Romer. date J Jose 
37, 1696 December 11 

Stone appl. of Deft. S E. Stoos 
finom order of Mr. Justice 8tlrl<oft 
dated Nov. 13, 1895 

December U 



of Mr. Jusdce Noitb, dated Nn. 
6,1895 December Ifi 

18 Miller CmIIIds appl. of Deft, from order 

of Mr. Justice Sdrliojr, da'ed 
Nov. 9, 1896 December 17 

19 Hurlitone Ashton appl. of Defts. A. Godwls 

ft ors. from order of Mr. Justice 
Kekewlch, dated Dec 7, 18M 
(ordsr not perfecttd) 

DectmberM 

20 In re Mason's Orphsnage ft The London k Kotk 

Western Ry. Co. ft 7. ft P. Act. 
1974 appL of W. L. Birber ft 
ors. from order cf Mr. Joitiee 
Sctrltng, dated Oct. SI, 1895 

December 20 

21 Edgar Jacobs appl. of Deft. Q. a Jacoto 

fhnn order of Mr. Jnstke Kck'* 
wlch, dat^ Nov. 27, 1S95 

D:cember 31 

Austen appl. of Defts. 6. F. 
Austen (widow) and an^ from 
order, dvted Oct. 38, 1695 

December fO 



«{i°^"^ 



In ro Holt ft Co.'s Trade Mark ft Patents, Omlcns. 
ftc. Acts apil. of Messrs. Bolt 
ft Co. from onSer of Mr. Jmtica 
North, dsted Nov. 80, 1895 (onbr 
not perfeetei) Deeemhr » 



24 



(In re Hill 
tuill 



Goodwyn appL of Deft. A H. 
Ooodwyn mm order of Mr. Jst* 
tioe Kekewlcb, dated Dec. 5, 
1896 December 24 

23 The Liquidation Estates Puichase Co. Id. «. Vl\i- 
louvhby appUofPUff-Cafiem 
Older of Mr. Justice Nonh, dated 
July 10, 1896 December J» 
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Fnm the Oountf/ Palatine Court qf Lanoatieg. 



FnrAL List. 



, (Id k WtuIlMT 



^Laocuhiro, Ac Go. Id. appl. of 
Delta. B. £. Gardner and anr. 
from order of the Vioe-Cbancellor 
or the Oomity PAUtlce of Lad- 
caater, dattd Aognat 8, 199B 

October 10 

3 Kortoa The Mancbeeter, Sheffield & Un- 

<»liiailr8 Rt. Go. appl. of the 
DefU. The Mancbetter, Sheffield, 
kn.. By. Go. from order of the 
Vloe-Ohancellor of the COanty 
Palatloe of Laocaater, dated 
Angoat 9, 189B October 17 

Dodia app\ of Deft Martha Anne 
Wroe from two ortlera of the 
Vlce-Ghancellor of the Gomity 
Palitloe of Lancaster, dAted 
KoT. 13, 18M November 26 

Da Trafford app'. of Defta. The 
Bt. Hon. Maxy Aooette De Traf- 
ford & anr. from ordtr of the 
Vlce-ChAnoellor of the Gonnty 
Pa'aMne of Lancasv.r, dated 
Not. 25, 1896 (order not per- 
f0eUS) November 27 

De Traiford appl. of Deft J. B. 
Dodaon from order of the Vice- 
Ghanoell «r of the Coanty Pala>lne 
of Lancatter, dated Nov. 25, 1895 
{prdtr tio< pistfectei) 

December 10 

I la R Thomas Fare, dec. appl. of H. Qardner h ora. 
from order of the Vice-Ghanoellor 
of tbe Gomity PiilatlDe of Lan- 
caatcr, dated August 7, 1«96 

December 20 

7 Attuney-Gen. of tbe Dncby of Lancaster v. Tbe 
Liverpool New Oattle Market Co. 
appl. of Defts. from order of the 
Ylcc-CbanceUor of tbe Gooaty 
Falatiae ff Lancaster, dated 
Nov 29, 189S December 21 

Beonett appl. of Dsfl. E. M. 

Bencett tnim order of the Vioe- 

Cbanceilor of the Gonnty Palatine 

of Lancaster, dated Nov. 25, 1895 

December 21 



S Walker 



4 Eeaeedy 



6 Eonedy 



g (h re Bennett 
(Jooes 



X^ 



From the Chancery Division. 

Ibtkblogittobt Libt. 

la re A. £. Fenton, gent. (on», tc.) appl. of 

M . 4*athcaTt, in person, from order 

cf Mr. Jostice £tiriiog, dated 

Nov. It, 1895 December 7 

(s.o. for aecarity fur costa) 

Drew PaJoe appl. of Def^. from order of 

Mr. Jnallce North, dated Dec. 4, 

1895 December 11 

la re Kewton, InfanU appl. of Jchn Newton from 

(rder of Mr. Joatice Eekewich. 

dated Dec 3, 1^96 December 17 

Boyd Blseboflaheln appl. of Pltff. from 

1 order of Mr. Jnst^ Nori h, dated 

' Dec. 16, 1895 (order notperfecUd) 

December 21 

i Oincher Laing appl. of Pltffa. from order 

of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated 

Mty i9, 1896 (aet down l^r leave 

I of Gonrt of Appsal) order ftot 

perftcfcd December 21 



From, the (lueent Benck Divition. 

JUDOMZHTB BbSXBTBD. 

FnrAL Ldt. 

AUoraey-Oen. Baron Soieley appl. of the Infor- 
mant from Jadgr. of the Lord 
Chief Jostice and Mr. Joatics 
Cbarlci, ^ated Augast 8, 1895 
(c a.v. December 6) 

Bimsw h, anr. «. Lamport & Holt appl. of Defts. 



from Jndgt. of Jnstloes Grsntbam 

& Lawrence, dated Aog. 8. 1»9S 

(c.a.v. December 9) 



Ihtbblocutobt List. 

The London Gcmty Ooandl, Applta. v. The Church- 
wardens, &c of the Pariah of 
Lambeth, in the Gonnty of 
London, Bespts. OSrown Side) 
appl. of Applts. from order of 
Boon Pollock and Mr. Juatlce 
Wright, dated AogU9t 8, 1895 
(c.a.v. December 17; 



From the Quaeii'a Bench Division, 

FOB HEABING. 

Final List. 

1886. 

1 Malcolm Armstrong appl. of Pltff. flrom 

judgt. of Mr. Justice Day, dated 

May 17, 1895, at trial without a 

Jury, Middlesex May 2t 

(ji0cwrity ordered) 

2 Dagdale Hutch Bank Manofactoring Go. ft 

anr. ajml. of Pltff. in person fh>m 
Judgt. of tbe Lord Chief Justice, 
dated March 2, 1895, at tri^l with- 
out a Jury (Salford Diviaion) 
{Kcuritjf ordered) June 1 

3 Keys A'glo-Koasian Oil Go appl. cf 

Dr As. from Judgt of Mr. Justice 
Kennedy, dat(d August 9, 1895, 
at trial wUbout a Jury, Blrmlog- 
ham September tf 

4 Fozwell and ors. v. Van Qm'ten sppl. of Deft, flrom 

Judgt. of Mr. Justice Vanj^ban 
WiUiams. dated August 12. 1895, 
at tri^ with tpecial Jary, Bodmin 
October 10 
6 Price, Walker ft Co. M. «. Webb appl. of D ft. 
Irom Jndgt.of Mr. Jus ice Charles. 
d«tel August 8, 1895, at trial 
without a jury, Birminyhun 

October 15 

6 Crawford Wilson, Sons ft Go. appl. of Pitffs. 

trcm. Jadgt. of Mr. Jostice 
Math«w. dated Nov. 4, 1835. at 
trial without a Jury, Middlesex 
November 7 

7 Turner Bobeits appl. of Pitffs. from Jo'^gt 

cf Mr. Jostce Wr1<h% dated 
Oct 31, 1895, at trial wiOiout a 
Jury, Middlesex pr. bd. 

November 14 



8 Macrory 



Qibbon app^ of Deft, from Judgt. 
of Mr. Justice Wright, d«ted 



Nov. ], 1'95, at trial without a 
Jury, Middlesex November 15 
9 Cnblson Mayo appl. of DefL from Judgt. of 

Mr. Jostice Day, dated Nov. f, 
1895, at trial without a Jmy, 
Middlesex, and cross-nctlce of 
appl of Pliff, dated Nov. 2", 
lb9$ Novembfr 16 

iCity of Gl9Qceiter. Parish of St. Nicholis—Begla- 
ti'atlon Appeal 
Clutterbnck, Applt. v. T«ylor ft anr., Bespts. 
(Crottw Sid':) sppl. of Applt. 
from Jadgt. of Lord Chief Ju^t^ce 
ft Ju»Uce8 Qrantbam ft Vaughan 
Wllliamf, dated Nov. 11, 1896 

November 18 

11 Torkington Sheridan appLof DefcfiomJu'*gi. 

of Mr. Justice Mathew, dated 
Nov P, 1895 (»«eari*y ordered) 
November 23 

12 Sharp Sharp ft Co. Id. appl. of Defts. 

fh)m Judgt. of Mr. Justice 
Ma* hew, dated Nov. 16, 1895 

November 27 

13 Beynard ri^pg ft anr. sppl. of C. W. 

Perrymm ttom. Judgt. of Mr. 
Jostice Mathew, dated Nov. 27, 
1895, at trial without a Jury, 
Middlesex December 3 

14 Drax Ffooks (CVtwcn Side) app». of 

Applt irom Jndgt. of the Lord 
Chief JmUce ft Justices Grantham 
and Yansban Williams, dated 
Nov. 11, 1695 December 6 



15 Hunt, Cox & 

16 Copping 

17 Qaskellftanr. 

18 Pitman 

19 Thomas ft anr. 

20 Loiis, Both ft 

21 Thompson ft Sh 

22 Dove ft ore. v, £ 

23 Tomlinson 

21 Watson, Todd i 



FnmProbai 

] 
With 

, (The Lionet— 18 
^ (.Owners of Helei 



« (The Turkistan- 
' (Owners of Edi 



Front ihe i 
1 The Mayor, &( 



2 Lee 



3 Sedgwick 
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4 Boflhead k anr. Kamp k anr. appln. of Deft, 
from Jndgt. or new trial on appL 
tnim Tvdlet and Jodgk, dated 
Not. 26, 1896, at trial befon the 
GUaf Joatlce and sperial Jary, 
Mlddl«B6Z Daoember 13 

i Powell Powell appln. of Deft, fan Judat. 

or new trial on xp^ from Terdict 
and Jndgt., dat«l Dec. 11, 1896, 
at tnarbefora tba Lord Chief 
Jnatice and apedal Joiy, Mlddle- 
leac December 20 

6 Andrew! Mockftrd applo. of Defta. W. G. 

M ookibrd h ear. ft>r Jndgt or new 
trial on appl. from Twdlct h 
jQdnt, dated Deo. 11, 1886, at 
trial befbre the Lord Chief Joa- 
tloe and apedal Juy, Middlcaex 
December 30 

T Ta^sai Jackion appln. of Deft. Ibr JndgL 

«r new trial on appL flrom Verdict 
ft Jndgt. dated Dec 11^ 1896. et 
trial befbre the Lord CUef Jne- 
tice and apedal Jory, Middleeez 
Deoemtar21 



Drom (he QnestCi Ben6k DivMon, 

(In BanJbrtffrfcy.) 18M. 

1 in re Salomon (eapto. A. Salomon ft C^) from an 
order of Mr. Beglatrar OUEud 



S In re a Bankmptcy Petition (ezpie. The Fet'tioning 

Creditor) from an older cf Mr. 

Rcgiatrar Unklater, dated Nor. 

14, dlamiaaing petition 
a la re Deyaa, F. 8. A. (expte. Official ReoelTer, 

Tmatee) from an order of Mr. 

Jnatice Vaogfaan WiUiama, dated 

Nor. 14, 1886 



S Hormaa 



4 Ikin 



JVoM 0^ Queen* $ Beneh DivUion, 

Ihtibloootost liOnr. 

18M. 

1 Hood Barra Oathoart appl. of Deft, in Peraon 
from order of Mr. Jnatice 



Hawklna, dated Sept 30, LB»S 
(famrftf ordtred) Octcbs 7 

Caxhcart appl. of Deft, in Pttwi 
tnm order of Mr. JwtloB 
HawUiM, dated Sept 88, 188t 
(aeeurOy orders^) Ocuber T 
La Sodedad Anonlma Aaiillene del Hervion «.& 
Cammell ft Co. y. apd. of 
ntfb. from oidrr of Mr. Jvtioe 
Wright, dated Nor. 8, 1885 

November 10 

WfUej appL of Deft fnm. order 
of Mr. Jnatice Lawrence^ dattd 
Dec. 6, 1896 DecenbfflS 

Langton appl. of Deft, from «der 
of Mr.'.iJoatloe Lawnnce, dated 
Dec 12, 1896 DeeemberlS 

The Befhge Aaaoc Ob. Id. appLof 
Defta. from oidar of Mr. Joitfoe 
Lawranoe, dated Dec U^ 18IS 
Daoember 17 

ea appl. of Deft. Ihm 
of Mr. Joatloe Uwrule^ 
dated Daoember 8» 1886 

DeeemberlS 



I 6 



6 Stmtt 



1 Brothertm 



iU«— The. ftboftt List ooatains Chanoexy, F^tme, and Qoeen's Beaoh Final and Interloontory Appeals set down to December 24tii 

inoliuiTe. 



SUMMABT OF APFEAIJSL 



FiaaL 

Fnm the Ohanoenr DiTiibm 25 

From the Ooonty Palatine .Ooort of Lanoaster •• •• 8 

Ffeom the Queen's Bench DiTiaioii 24 

Fnm the Fnbate^ Divone and Admiial^r DiTisloii, Admiialtj witii hmnmnn 2 

Fram the Queen's Benoh DiYisiaii Bitting in Bankniptej 8 

NewTrialPaper ..' 7 

Totals .. .. 69 



laterloeiitoiy. 
• • 5 • 



18 



Total 
80 
8 
81 
2 
3 
7 

7i 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, 

OHANOBBY DIVISION. 



HILARY 81TTINQB, 1896. 



NOTICES RELATING TO THE OHANOERY 0AU8E LIST. 

Motions, Petitions, end Short Oaoses will be taken on the nsnal days stoted In the Hilary Sittings Paper, with the following 

exceptions, vii. : — 

iftt, Jusnoi GmTTT. — ^In oonseonenoe of Mr. Jnstioe Chit^ sitting for the disposal of his Lordship's own Witness List from Tiie8da7t 
Feb. 4, nntil Satnrday, Feb. 15 (indosire}, his Lordship's Motions and Unopposed Petitions wul be taken hj Mr. Jostioe North- 
that is to say. Motions on Thursday, Feb. 6, and Thursday, Feb. 13 ; Unopposed Petitions on Saturday, Feb. 8, and Satorday, 
Feb. 15. If the state of the Non-Witness List should permit, the Witnem List will be taken on some days other than those above 
appointed, and dae notioe given. When the Witness List is being taken, Fortlier Oonsideiations will not be taken on the Taesdajs. 

ya- Jusncoi North.— In consecraenoe of Mr. Jnstioe North sitting for the disposal of His Lordship's own Witness List from Tae8da7, 
Feb. 18, until Saturday, Feb. 29 (indnsiyeX his Lordship's Motions and Unopposed Petitions during that time will be taken 1^ 
Mr. Justice Ghitty-that is to say. Motions on Thursday, Feb. 20, and Thursday, Feb. 27; Unopposed Petitions on Satnrday, 
Feb. 22, and Saturday, Feb. 29. 

Mb. Jusncn Stibliiio.— In oonseonenoe of Mr. Jnstioe Stirling sitting for the disposal of his Lordship's own Witness List, from Tuesday, 
Feb. 4, until Saturday, B%b. 15 (indusiTe), his Lordship's Motions and unopposed Petitions during that time will be taken by 
Mr. Jnstioe Kekewich— that is to say, Motions on Thursday, Feb. 6, and Thursday, Feb. 18; Unopposed Petitions on Saturday, 
Feb. 8, and Saturday, Feb. 15. NM. — ^If the state of Business admits, his Lordship may take the Witness last on days in addition 
to those above appointed, of which due notice will be given in the Daily Cause List 

Mb. JiiBnoB Ebkbwioh. — The Order of Bosiness before Mr. Jnstioe Kekewich will be as stated on the Sittings Paper. Actions for trial 
with witnesses will be taken on Tuesday, Jan. 21, and continued until the end of the following week. They may also be taken 
at other times and probably for another continuous fortnight Notice will be given in the Daily Uause List 

Liverwd and Manoheder PiMtsees.—MB. Justicb Ekkiwiob will take Liverpool and Manchester Business as follows :— 

1. Summonses in Chambers will be taken on the afternoons of Fridays, Jan. 17 and Feb. 7, and subsequenily on alternate 

Fridays. 

2. Motions, Short Causes, Petitions and Adjourned Summonces on Saturdays, Jan 18 and Feb. 8, and subsequently on alternate 

Saturdays. 
Mb. Jubtigb Bomib will take Witness Actions every day in the order as they stand in His Lordship^ Cause Book. 
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AmnoMM hsfom fk» Judge in dbom&drt.— Jiutioes Ohittt, Nobth, SriBLnra, and Kikxwidk will alt in Oonrt the whole day on e?ecj 
Holiday during the Sittings to hear Ghamber SnmmonBes. 

Adjewned hdo ComH will be taken (snbject to the Witness List) as follows : — ^Mr. Jnstioe Ohittt, with Non-Witness ActionSv 
ezoept Ftooedoie Bummonses, which (if any) are taken every Satiuday; Mj. Jnstioe SriBLiHa, with Non-Witness Actions. Mr. 
Jnstioe Nobth on the days stated in the Hilary Sittings Paper, and <m Fridays and Saturdays. Mr. Jnstioe Kbkiwiob on Friday * 
and Saturdays, and also on other days as the Judges may diraot 



SPECIAL NOTICE WITH BEFEBENCB TO THE OHANCEBY WITNESS LISTS. 
Doriog the Hilary Sittings the Judges will sit for the disposal of their own Witness Lists as follows :— 

Mr. Jusncn Chiitt will take his Witness List for the ensuing fortnight, beginning on Tuesday, Feb. 4, and will sit continnoiisly 
(Monday, Feb. 10, ezoepted) until Saturday, Feb. 15. 

Mr. Jtothib Nobth will begin on Tuesday, Feb. 18, and sit oontinuously (Monday, Feb. 21, excepted) until Saturday, Feb. 29. 

Mr. Josnoi Stiblivg will begin on Tuesday, Feb. 4, and sit oontinnously (Monday, Feb. 10, excepted) until Saturday, Feb. 15. 

Mr. JusnoB Kxkbwioh will begin on Tuesday, Jan. 21, and sit oontinuously (Monday, Jan. 27, excepted) until Saturday, Feb. 1. 

K.B— -The Witness List will probably be taken on some days other than those aboye appointed, of which due notice will be given. 

During the fortnight when a Judge is engaged on his Witness List, Motions in Oanses or Matters assigned to him ^including Bnarte Mbtionf , 
bnt not inoluding Motions relating to the postponement of the Trial or Hearing of any Oause or Matter in his Lordship's List), and also 
Unopposed Petitions assigned to him, will be neard by one of his colleagues as follows : — 

Those assigned to &Ir. Justice Chittt will be heard by Mr. Justice Nobth. 
Those assigned to Mr. Justice Nobth will be heard by Mr. Justice Ohittt. 
Those assigned to Mr. Justice Stibling will be heard by Mr. Justloe Kbebwioh. 
Those assigned to Mr. Justice Kbkswioh will be heard by Mr. Justice Stzbung. 



CHANGEBT CAUSES FOB TBIAL OB EEABING, mi down to December 2m, 1895, indwive. 



Before Kr. Jnstioe Chittt. 
Oausms job Tbial. 
iW4tk WUnetsee.) 

h n The SoTcrelgn Ufo AMoe. Go. k Oo.*b AcU 
aiUJ. ol«im (0.0. poKUng exmn. 
ox wUneflMs) 
SiTMB O. B. HARisft Sods actloa 

flaitfiUsb 
\limej Hb^ 

- "^ TtelegTAph Co. Id. 



Keyworth actloo 



floie 

(HajMi Hsynct acdon 

TbompMa, Ac. Oltrer action (not before Febru- 

ar/ll) 
Tlivaites Cofalthwalte action 

InreTMBa]iugate,ac.Oo.l(l.ftOo.'8Acta moCn. 
(oidend to »> Into Wluwas Llat) 
I London General Omnibus Oo. li. v. Fetton action 
Ooehrane Smith action 

AUhoaen Trooteoi, Esecoton^ &c Inace. 

Oorpu. IL action (transferred 
from Stirling, J.) 
Bepton Tlllett actloo 

Kallonal Dwellings Oo. Id. v. Oorfleld action 
I Staffer HaBuflKtnring Co. v. O. Lewis ft Oo. action 
(la le Allen 

tAllctt Allen action (wttboot plcadlnga) 

jIn n Paja 

(Attonwf-'Gea. Ctamdj actloo 
BlandiU • A. Paine Id. adion 
Lkyd's Bank Id. «. Bullock action and counter- 

dalm 
jlon 



(Champion Owynn 

Forte cue Pedlar action 

GtoBisg Broad action, set down by order, 

dat d August 8, 1896 (no pleadings) 
Jamca Trustees, Jfizors. ft Securitlea Insoe. 

Oorpn. Id. action (transferred 

ftom Kekewich, J.) 
Br:tiBbWestAsBlnlfMAiniM7ld.v.0zlej action 
U Cbapman Strong ft Hanbuiy action 

Twsedale Howard ft Bnllough Id. action 

The Actlen GeacUacbaft, ftc v. T. Bemua ft Burgoa 

abd CO. action 
aioocestersblre Banking Oo. Id. V. Bryt'ges action 
Thompson Thompson action ft mutn. for 

Judg'. 



^ fin re Ingram 

^ i Jones ft ElTen's Patent, No. 1,689 of 189i 

Saunders DatIss action 

Krymer Atkins action 

Pneumatic Tyre Oo. ld.«. J. B. Parkca ft Go. 



prtttiop 



London, Edinburgh ft Glasgow Assce. Oo. Id. 
Lindley ectin 
35 Gaulfleld Wood action ' 

Davlea Bishop action 

jInreWllklosoo 

iNotttn^iam, fta Bank U. V. WttUnson action 
Marriage 
ToLnn 
40 TolaoQ 
(In re Wade 
tKerrlck 
Murphy 

" Hoghes action ft motn. for Jndgt 

Hayward action 
Tinkler action 
Parker action 
Wheeler ecticn 
J.H. KoightftSoni action 
Orton action ft motn. for Jndgt 



Praed 

Speight ft Son 
ebgietonftO). 

Joeelyn action 
Plckliord 



Hughea 
Bussell 
46 Turner 
Donaldson 
Dormaa 
Perkins 
Avery 
.„ (In re Brooke 
^^tBxooke Tatham action 

jlnreFormidge ' 

(Fur midge Kemp action 

(In re Honywood 
(Fraaer Bayer action 

(In re Graham 

(Graham Wynne action ft mota. fi>r Jndgt. 

Wenaley Joekel action 

M Brown btedman action 



Oaubbs fob Tbial. 
CWUfiout WUnestei.) 



(In re Oowther 
iMldgley 



(In re Budd 
tSodd 
Attomey-Cton. 



Growtber motn. for Jndgt. pt. hd. 
(flr»t day of adjd. aumua. by 
order) 



Budd two a4Jd. snmns. (restofed) 
Mayor, ftc. of Bristol motn. 
(turned into trial) pt. hd. when 
ready to be menttuned by older. 

iNation.1 Bank of Wales v. Page adjd. sumns. (flrst 
day of A*^ sumns. by order) 



jlnreF.OUiver 

OlUyer a4Jd.siima8. 
1 re G. OlUfer 
tMiUett PiMlwIck a4]d.8amn 

Sangulnetti Stnokey's Banking 



( (In re I 

3 tMillett 

•i llnreG 

({MiUett 



Oo. 



a4|d; 



(In re Bowlet 



Hnlme 
lure 



Jinx 

tSani 

Indi 



Olegg a^ld'Sumos. 



lustrlal ft General Ttnst id. v. Nttro-Phoaphate 
Qjndlcateld. motn. far Judgt 
,A jla re Somes 
^o^Smitii Somes A^Jd. snmns. 

Attogmey-Gen. v. Governors of Ghrisfs Hospital 

a^.snmoe. 
(In re Broughton 

tPeat fiarrU adJd. sunns. 

(In re Broughton 
(Harris Peat a4Jd.s 

]ln le E. R. Smith 
[Smith Smith a4Jd. i 

i« Walker 



(In 

iSn 

(In 

15-jIn 



reHodson 



BienenfiBld 
(In re Taaker 
iHanison 
(In re Seal 



Hodsoa a4Jd.inmni. 
J. 0. Im Thvn ft Saoi 

Tasker motn. ftr JodgL 

Taylor «Ud.anmna. 

Smlih a4|di 



a4Jd. 



tSeil 

jInreBeeve 

(Beeve 
„n jIn re Watson 
^^toolby Sooby a<Ud.sumn 

In re Oooch'k Trusts adjd.oamna. 
In ra T. W. Bayiia, ftc (taxation) 

(InreBeU 

(Chapman Bell a4Jd.i 

t In re Dillwyn 

iBIcardo Woodforde i 

2S Bopklnson Powia adJd. 

(In re Heraaath 

tHerapath OjUcob a^Jd.i 

(In re Hudson 

iBudson Hudson ad|d. sumns. 

Whitwham Westmbister Brymbo Goal and Ooke 
Oo. Id. motn. to vary 

(In re Newton 

(Hntchinaon Newtco adJd. sumns. 
30 In re M. Oatiacart ft Judgment Act, 18M a^H 
sumns. 
Whitwham Batkes adjd.i 

(In re Goone 

(Gcnne Gonne anQjL^ 
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Spenoe a4Jd. Bamiu. 
Oulling 8(Ud. 



Stains adjd. Bmnns. 
Law adJd. Bomns. 



{Sinclair 

JlnrBCoUiDfl 

ICoUlna 

jIn le SUina 
^ iWeUey 
Wilgbt 

fin re White 

tHodgee Fraaer tOid 

In re Todd h Alliion's Contract h V 
1S74 axljd. 

flareLart 

tWUkinaon Blades aiSJd. l 
jQ In re Thoroton k Croft's Estate 
*^ 1 Wharton & Croft v. West adJd. sumus. 

(In re Bowen 

1 Bradley Bowen a4Jd. sonuis. 

fin re Elliot 

1 Kelly Elliot adji. sumns. 

In re Karl of Devon 

: White 

jIn re Topham 

(Topham 
^ (In re Btockett 
^ (ihamberlajne 

{In re Horner 
Fooks 

(In re Bonnln 
• (Bonnin 
Gllbat 
(In re White 
iLangridge 
KA (In re Amphlett 
•• iBiidge 



h P. Act, 



EarlofDeTon acQd, sum&s. 
WUleit adJd. sumns. 



Mexyon 

Homer 

Bonnin 
finsseU 



a(](Jd. sumns. 

adJd. sumnsw 

a<!Md. sumns. 
a4)d.e 



Langridge adJd. sumnsi 



fi>r 



Pitt Taylor adjd. sumns. 
In re Clarke's £s ate ad|J. sumns. 
(In le Thotold 

(Tborold Thorold adJd. sumns. 

Newbon Fish Guano Co. id. motn. 

Jodgt. (chert) 
Bevington The Disc Chum Co. Id. motn. for 

Judgt. (short.) 
Debenture Gorpn. Id. v. C. do. Morrieta & Go. Id. 
adJd. sumns. 
AUdritt adjd. somas. 



tlaitoii 

(In re Tidc«0 
iStrarge 
jIn re Vidwrs 
iPkenn* 
Iforton 

(In re Slmtt 
tSfarutt 
Bl Wynne 



Phenol a4Ji. stnms. 

Stvaage ad^. lumns. 
Dashwood action ft 

Irwin adJd. cnmcs. 
Tubbs actim 



meio. for 



FtrBTBXB GONSIDEBATIONS. 

(InreMaiBton 

iMarston Gattell fiur. con. 

% Hayitard Leigh ftir. con. 



Befoie Mr. Justice Ngbth. 
Catjbbs roB Tbial. 
CWUh mtnesies.) 

Collins Woodfln acUon J 

(In re Kvans 

(Dyer Swaaton action 

Sharp Sharp action (J. H. BInns and F. 

W. Binns, bankrupts) 
Sharp Blnns action (pleadings to be 

deUmcd) 
. (In re Archer 
^ IWUpp Archer action 

Blchards Eonis actk» ft motn. for Judgt. 

Parkca Knvhaw action ft motn lor Judgt 

Bloxham Eiwell action 

Freehold Land ft Bnildlog Corpn. Id. v. Castle 
action 
10 Wenham C. Id. Arculns ft Co. action 
Dennison JeCb action 

Nctley Broadbent action 

Curtis Thorley action 

jInreHobbs 

{Donn Hewitt action 

15 Diiver The Freehold ft Leasehold Inyest- 

ment Co. Id. action 
MeaUn Loogbnrst action 

Brake WillUms action 

The Coyentiy Peneveranoe Gosiperative Soc. Id. v. 

L'gglns sct!on 
Fletcher Ifaati « Kaeh action 

20 NcU Thirp action 



Jacob Badcock actlOD 

Childs McVicar action 

Jennhigs Soott action 

Valleatine Styer action without pleadings 
25 Hammond Blott action 

Kutt Stuart action 

Batten Lock action 

Wright Baker action 

Our Boy's Gk)tbing Co. Id. v. Holbom Viaduct Land 
Co. Id. action 
,n JIn x« Boyd 
'^lBartle.t Yon Hcidenstam action 

Eastern Concessions Id. v. Defty action 

Rogers Eyton, Buiton ft Co. action 

Oakley Ford action 

Heritage Skinner action 

35 High School Bedford Park Id. «.Bichardson action 

Pnrves Handford action 

Cumberland Union Banking Cionpany Id. v. Trustee 
of ft Property of K. Sweetapple 
action, ooanter-daim and motn. 
Ibrjodct. 

Mackenzie Holt action 

In re 'the Globe Blooks Mlnlog Go. Id. motn. 
;ordffed to go into Witness List) 



40 Bacon 



(ord« _ „ , 

HlUtar action (pleadingi to be 
delivered) 

McKeown Joint Stock Inttiinte Id. action 
(In re Blackburn 

\Blackbam Blackburn adJd. sumns. (ordered 
to go into Witness List) 
Qoldsmid Champneys action 

Stone Hanoe action 

45 Mercier Hutchiogs action 

Windschuegl Hedley,Jnnr. aotlon 
(Fitch Freeman 

1 Freeman Fitch actions (consolidated) 

Moor Walla action 

Unaworth Jordan action 

50 Pegg Corporation of British Investors Id. 

action 



Howard 



Prcut 1 1 

Baker 

Blchards 



5 Richards 



Point of Law. 

Bolder Point of law raised by 
pleadingSi aet down by consent 



Gausbs fob Tbial. 

iWithoui WUnei$e$.) 

Cock actkm(s. o. leave to amend) 
Savage action ft motn. for Jndgt. 
Overseers of the Poor of the Parish 

of Klddermiaster moto. (ordered 
. to go into Non- Witness list) 
The Mayor, Aldermen, fto. of the 

Borough of Klddermtaister motn. 

(ordered ta go Into Non-Witness 



ADJOUBNKD SUMXOHBIS. 

J In re Palmer 

IKirg Ogg 

(InrsCoortoy 

"^iGvdson Godson 

tin re Cloak 

iDavla Sands adJd sumns. ft petn. In 

•' Cloak V. Sands'* 
(In re Wise 

iJackscn Parrolt 

. jInreOcock 
'^ IPalmer And«non 

la re The Midland ft Soutii Western Junction By. 

Co.,fta 
Hardwlck-Morsiiood «. Morewood 
(In re Hudson 
t Hudson RodweU 

Biggerstaff Rowatt's Whaif 
10 Warburton Dewar 
(In re Dunn 
(Onnn Donn 

lln n Bichardson 
(Morgan Blcbardcon 

Parkinson Wainwright ft Go. Id. 

jInreGoates 
tKnight Bidgway 

,. jlnreMcConnell 
^' tlinrcay Banister 

In re Niagara Id. ft Go.'s AcU, 1863 to 1867 
(In re Sanden 
tCiark Orchard 

In re Sanden's Settlement 



20 



Hoskins 
jlare Whicher 
Palmer «. Whkhsr (Phif.) 



In re Peyton 

Peyton 

la re Whicher 



^ Pttff.'sBamia. 



(lu re Same 

' Same v. Same (Deft.) 
In re Goodwin 
Mote Barnes 

(la re Sharland 

(Kemp Roiey 

J In re Haywaid 

tHayward Bldkle 

26 Expte. Ylear of Christ Chvrcb, Bsst Gteeawkb 

(la re Roth 

IGoldbeiger Rotii 

jinre BiwwoB 

(Heselden Evans 

( In re Wainwright 

I Wainwright Hodgwn 
Bolton Bolton 

». flu re Maber ft Settied Land Acts 
^ Unneby Maber 

(In re Gray 

(Gr^ Gr^ 

(In re MalUand 

lOhit^ Maitland 

i In re H. W. Jones 



, Jones 

(In re Herbert 

1 Herbert 

(LiTeWyatt 

(James 
•^ jlnre Palmer 
^ tTlo^ hurst 



Jones 
Herbert 



Phear 



Oranty of Gloster Bank Id. 



FUBTHEB GOHBIDEBATIOHB. 



(InreSeddon 
iBond 
Ogg 



Seddon fur. oon. (s. o. hyorder) 
Masson, Soott ft Co. Id. tat.m 
ft a4)iL sumns. pt. bd. 
(In re B. P. Pleroy, dec 
(Whit wham Pierpy fur. con. 
Haigh Haigh fur. oon. 

m (lu re Denton 
** (Denton Phillips ftir. oon. and a^jd. loa 



Before Mr. Justice Stirling. 
Oausbs fob Tbial. 

{With WUne$se$d 

Gillies BrownhOl action 

L^'s MalltablA Caatingi Co. Id. «. Bagriiave fttfc 

ftCo. action 
Clark Stokss action 

Brown Sharman action 

. (In re 6re«n 

^ tHaddan Wright action (no pkMilBgi) «l 

down by order 
Wcet Aloock action (Deft, desd) 

Hlischler Berts ft Gollingwood action (ao^ 

to ocme on with "Hsrti a 
Hir^chler," by order) 
(In re Stiellcy 
(Harris Bailey action (and Sni pirtj 

notices by Deft. M. A. Alley} 
Spruten Doasett action 

10 Alicard Walker action ft pete, is "Bs 

Lucas (Walker v. Loptoo) " 
Bradley Byrne action 

Davis pfnlth action 

Mariin The TanniDg Syndicate Id. acii>a 

Pneumatic Tyre Co. Id. «. J. B. Paikei k (M. 

15 Mitton Blyton action 

Rawlins Harris action 

Gillespie Ramsden aalon 

Frederick Savage ft Co. Id. «. Brindle adioo 
feiaunders Seyd ft Kelly's Credit Index 0^ »> 

action ft Okunter-clalm 
20 Electric Conslrcction Corpn. IL «. South Suftsd- 
•hireTiamwaysCo. action 
Cookaey CoikEey action 

PolBson Thomas action 

Kavanagh Walkden ac.lon 
The Fibre Machinery Co. Id. V. Cress actira 
25 Stephens Ford action 

In re Tte Giube Blocks Gold Mining Co. M. ■ &>• 
(ordered to go Into Witosn U*) 
Giddle Devenifih action 

Southern Municipal Appliances Oo. «> 

•dkm ft motn. for Jodgt. 
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30 Grlffiihs 

Haodfosd 
Waircn 



Sngllah action 
GrlffitliB action 



as Wane 

LoDgden 
37 Waoogna 



East End DweUlngs Go. Id. action 

Tijlor action 

BatioDal Insurance ft Guarantee 

Corpn. Id. action 
Croft action i 

LoDoden actko 
Halfie 



Oaubu VOB Tbial 

iWithout WUtuites and AdJawrMd 
8mmmcm9e$,) 
lUsgerald action (not before evl- 



fin re Berry 
tDaffleU 

jlnmSBine 



complete) 
Belding motn. for Jadgt. 
CDalt, W. H. TUlett, d«ad) 

WUliuna adjd. SDmna. a^o. until 
(dated April 11) Jodgl In 

anotlier 
Same «Ud. 

(dated Ju^f) 
Bradley arijd. snmna. (expte. Pltlf.) 
Same adjd. sumns. (ezpte. DeOs.) 
JlnreCummingB 

jGonunisge Cummingi aiQd. sumns. 
jIn re TroUope 

tlMlope TroUope adjd. eumns. 

jlnieuoblnaon 
\Hotley 

«. fin n SaiDe 
"iSame 

jInieManliaU 



BoUnaon (1891— E.— 1014) adjd. 



(1889-B.— 1242) adjd. 
Msnihall adJd. sunns. 



U 



IPearoe 

lEnieMaoduir 

IMaodnff MaodnflT a4Jd. snmns. 

fin re Damon 

JDawflon Damon a4Jd. sumna. 

llnveStereni 

Steyena a4Jd. sumna. 
FroBt 



jInveSieTeni 

tOark 

(In re Frost 

\HodMn 

jId re Ssmpaon 



Oookflon a4Jd.fl 
Sampeon ad|jd. enmns. 



jLire 

(In re E. ToAer 
(FtamrldSB Tucker adjd. sumna. 
Temperance rermanent BoUding Soo. v. BrockUsby 

adJd> sumne. 
(LueBereafbrd 

IHoUovay Tally adjd-nmns. 

19 Morewood Wood a4Jd. sumna. 

Bull SkUe^ Ac two a4)d. sumna. dated 

reapecUvely Aug. 10, and Oct. 24, 
1805. 
(In re Lonl Ougley 

mctlcy Turner adjd. sumna. 

Dsnbam^ MoRia special case 
(In re Hunter 

iHnntv Strfek adJd. sumna. 

SS Xaie White It Smith's Contract It y. It P. Act» 1874 

In re The ITndeitaking of the Worcester and Broom 
By., &C. a4)d. anmna. 

DeMora Concha adJd. sumna. 

(In re Flndlata 

(Bweo WalroDd adJd. sumns. 

jIn re Swain 
ICoddington Swain a4jd. sumna. 



Hulbert adjd.i 

{In re Lacy 
Boyal Qeneial Theatrical Fund «. Kydd 



adjd. 



Tyars ftirther a^Jd. sunns. 
Wilson adjd. sumns. 



CInreWUson 
tWHaoo 
JIn re Brown 
1 Fsrmer Brown adJd. aumns. 

( Xarp Walsall Union a^Jd. sumns. 

In re The Snyder I^ynandte Projectile Co. Id. adJd. 

{InreHanls 
Walthew Greenatreet adJd.iumn8. 

In le BUl's WaAerlUl EsUte It Gkld Mining Co. Id. 



(In re De Hogfatcn 

iDeBoghton DeHoghton adJd. 



.|. j In re (Jrocker 



) Crocker 
Walker 



Green adJd. sumns. 

Addima motn. for judgt. (short) 



Blske 

(In xe Morgan 
(Dunn 

J In re Turner 
(Turner 



Scott motn. for Jodgt. (short) 
Morgan adJd. sumns. 
Turner a^Jd. sumna. 



.. (In re Wheeler 

(Wheeler Grunaell adjd. sumna. 

Shaw's linflt Lane Coal^Co. Id. v. Gnen motn. for 

Judgt. (short.) 
(InreMarrfner 

(Hamlen Money mctn. for Judgt. 

(In xe Langbam 

(Otway Langbam adJd. sumna. 

<3aUender Calleoder motn. for Jodgt. 

60 Brougham Brougham action 



FUBTHIB OONBIDBBATIONB. 

I In re BortniU 

C Leake Kelsey for. con. 

Thirtle Harvey fur. coo. 

8 Hlbbert Thomasln for. con. 



Before Mr. JoBtice Sjkbwioh, 
GAtSBS FOB Tbial. 
iWUh FftneMM.) 

TufneU Elliott action pt. hd. (Deft, dead) 

(In re Doetsch 

(Matheson ft Ce. «. Ludwig action ft motn. for 
Jadgt. (s.0. until after return of 
Commission) 
Macfcinhty Mei aler ft Co. Id. action (not befive 

April 30) 
Goodall GoodaU action 

6 Fneumatio Tyre Co. Id. «. Caswell action pt. hd. 
(Jan. 21) 
Bouse Bouse action 

Peters Taylor action 

Fawcett Homan ft Rogers action 

Vicar of St. Mary's, Spital Square e. Chilllngworth 



adJd. Btmins. 
(ordered to 
come on with 
actions) 



10 Prinsep BelgraTia Estate Id. 

Brighton Marine Palaoe ft Pier Co. 
V. Brighton Marfaie Palaoe 
and Pier Id. action 
Wisden v. The Brighton Maxfae 
PahuwandPlerld. action 
ft motn. 
/Wisden v. Brighton Marlte Palaoe^ 
' ft Pier Id. adJd. sumna. 

Same e. Same (to diamiaa action) 

adJd. aumns. 
Same «. Same (for time to deiirer 

defence) adJd. sumns. 
^Brigh^on Marine Palaoe ft Pier Co. • 
V, Brighton Marine Palaoe 
ft Pier Id. adJd. sumna. 
Grosrenor Hairia action 
The Partington Adverlisiog Go. «. Willing ft Oo, 

action 
Major, fto. of DarUrgton «. Guardians of Poor of 
Darlir gton Union - -"* — 
Walters action 
OottreU action 
Pimm action 
Seller action 
Lawrence action 
Gatland action 
Cave action 
Marsball action 
Brady action 
Puissell sctlon 
Flower action 
Jones action 
6ocl^6 des Lunetlen 
PhUUpe action 
Lofton action (set down by order) 

January 14. 
Sndell action 

Wellcome uctlon ft counter-claim 
Fort is p. wder ft Ezpksiyes Co. Id. 

action 
Earl WiDterton action 



IS 



20 



26 



ao 



Edwarda 

Macaire 

WUllankS 

Rennlson 

Alder 

Hallctt 

Gimn 

Crawshay 

Watklna 

Sandon 

Bean 

Hopkinson 

Perry 

Phllllpa 

Barrett 



Bovlll 

Burroogla 

Kent 



34 How 



Oaubbs fob Tbial. 
iWiVuyut WUnes$e$.^ 
Henley Majendie action 



Adjoubkbd SUMHONSaB. 

Poison Poison (witnesses not! ibifore 

Feb. 2). 
A (In re Tarrant ^ 

^ (Tarrant ..^ Tarrant twitnesses to be .'cross- 
examined on aflBdavits) Jan. 15. 



FUBTHEB COHSIDEBATIOHS. 



(InreBlggB 
\Ftoe 

2 Watertow 



Badger fur* ccn. a4J(l. 

CSambers 
Hill tax, cos. 



Befoie Mr. Justice YAvaHAN Williams 

(Sming 08 an addiUanai Jiidge of the ^^ 
Chaneery DivUionJ) 

OOMPAKIES iWinding-Up). 
MonovBi 



W. Brock ft Son Id. (tranaltor i ^^ 

African Landed Estates Co. Id. (ftv d]8chfi|e of order, 

dated June 11, 1804, ae regarda 

applicant) 
London ft General Bank Id. (to compel attendance <»f 

witness) 
London ft West of England ContnMi Co. Id. (l^avo 

to Issue writ of attachment) 
Colonial Debenture Corpn. Id. (vary order rising 



public exmn.) 



GrauTille Hotel (jb. Id. Cfat appointment of Pro- 

▼laloDal lAroidafeor) 
Victoria Steamboat Assoc. Id. (to carry scheme into 

eflfect) 
Spltikop Id. (aa to sppobtment of Liquidator) 
Southern Countiea Depoett Bank Id. (forcoMihittal) 
Land Securltiei Co. Id. (to rescind or vary order, 

dated December 11, 1895) 



11 Black 



Ghasobbt DiYmoN. 

WnUams ft yictorU Steamboat 
Assoe. Id. (deUvery up of poeses- 
sloo) 



CouPA2nx8 iWinding-Up). 

Petitiohb. 

1 Joseph Bull, Sons, ft Co. Id. (petn. of M. P. Shaw 
ft Co.) 

a Glamoraan Central Permaoeat Benefit Building Soc. 
(petn.oftheCo.) 

5 Industrial Securities Investment Co. Id. (petn. of E. 

A. Hamblyn) 
4 BIdasoa By. ft Mines Id. (petn. of F. Thorn) 

6 Woolley Coal <}o. Id. CTorashlre Banking Co. U.) 
6 Dawe ft Co. Id. (petn. of A. Witohurch) 

1 Bavlls, GiUea ft Co. Id. (Blschoir ft Kodats) 

8 Candelarla Waterworks ft Milling Co. Id. (petn. of 

J. L. Whelen ft anr.) 

9 Eaatem Countiea Baoon Factory Id. dm. of Lalor 

and Klndenl^) 

10 Otia Steel Co. Id. (petn. of Laura Helton) 

1 1 Intemattonal ft Commercial Co. Id. (patn. of Joseph 

Brown) 

12 Prudential Investmeat Co. Id. (petn. oi O^car 

ElehholB) 

13 Variety Automatlo Supply Storea Id. (petn. of 

Lancashire Automatic Supply 
0>.ld) 

14 Mersey Bubber Co. W. (petn. of Noraoan Knowleo) 
16 G. ft S. Bracknell Id. (petn. «f tfao Continental 

Bottle Co.) 

16 South Kent Water Co. (petn. of James Otkes ft Co.) 

17 David Martineau ft Co. id. ft The Jotait Stook Com- 

panies Arraogement Act (peta. of 
C. F. Kemp ft orsO 

18 Mersey Bubber Co. Id. (petn. of B. J. Anderson, 

trading aa W. Anderson ft Co.) 

19 West Australian Finance ft Deyelopment Syndicate 

Id. (petn. of Black Swan Gold 
Mineld.) 

20 Queen'e Hotel Co. M. (petn of P. W. Carey) 
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Obahoebt Division. 

ai jiTlpbm Meat CoUlory Id. k ndaoed (petn. of Ck>.) 
21 6oclM6 VInlcole de Taraule Id. (peta. of Oo. and 
Shvehdldflri to rescind naolailont) 



OOUBT'SUlOtOKBEB. 

[Oomfanub {Winding-Up), 

I li«iicClabld.CMfcMldepioolk) 

9 AUaainABadQcU^ftrndloiteULCMttlAl^ 

t IiMidiA.UotaieDtOo.ld.(UzAtt(HiofblU) 

4 A. Salo m on 1^ Oo. Id. (nwow namo from Uat) 

• JLuAdor Gk>ld Mint Id. (diamias aomna., dated May 

SI. 1M4) 

6 General PhoaphateOorpa. Id. (for pajment; 

y Ynmari Oo. Id. ( L I <t a i dator'a lamnneratlonj 

B D. W. Forbaa ft Oo. Id. (datermlaa qneatlona) 

f TDBlnlltfineald.jrtirl6aTatomakeaGaU) 

10 Hemp, T«ni, ft (Mage Oo. Id. (for pajment of 

oall) 
flame (for dlaooveir) 

11 Ovlohcr Vew Blectrio 



ctrio UAi ft P6iper Oo. U. (fbr 
decIataUon as to oliarse on asaeta) 
"actoiy Id. (to deteimlne qneatlon 



IS lOd-Kent Fmtt Factoiy ^ 
•atoaet-off) 
IS Boonomlo Fire Oflloe Id. (on cTameTa claim ) 

flaaM roB BedklaU'k claim) 
14 J« " ~ '- 



» Printioff Co. Id. (for declaration 
•alomiaftaaanoe) 



1» flcaiboroog^ Winter Gardena Id. (for dlrectlona) 
le London ft Oenent Bank 14. (for lea^e to make a 

•et^>in 
lY ri^water, Tanqnetaj ft Pliyre Id. 

18 (QraUm v. B/watar, Tanqnenr ft Phtyre Id. 

19 South African Ttoat and Finance Co. Id. (for 



SO aUcea Gold Miainc (for direcUona as to tranafer of 



OfliiroiKr DiYiBioH. 

31 Stnbber T. Daniel ft Oo. Id. (for ade) 

3S Same Same (for leave to croaa-ezamine) 

SI Same Same (declare dividend ) 

Si Same Same (for dlaooTvy) 

35 Weed Woodhooee ft Rawaon United Id. 

_ _ . (for leave to inBtltoteproceedlnga) 

20 BeU Middlewkdi Salt ft Alkali Oo. id. 
(fordirectione) 



Before Mr. Justice Bona. 
Oaubss fob Tbial. 

iWUh WUneue$,) 

Kearton The Swaledale ft Wenaleydale 

Banking Go. action (restored) 

Ainilie GiU Broe. action (pleadinga t j be 

delivend) 

Davis Jewe ll y tlon (pleadings to be 

Ogllfle Uttleboj action (not before Jaa- 

naiy 18) 
9 BenehUnol Matcos action (eeenrity ordend) 



(In ra Davidson 

iForbea Ingram action (restored for Jan- 

naiy 18) 

Tramf erred by Order dated November ith^ 
1895. 

WQllava Qnebrada By. Land ft Copper Co. 

Id. action ft anmni. (not before 

Feb. 4) 
Ongliton HoUand action (not nntil 14 daja 

after Interrogatoriea filed) 
Uartin Fox action 

Kitta 

claim 

Handley Ifaabam Looal Board action 

fin re Dnnbar 

(Dunbar Weatworth action 

Bbymney Iron Oo. Id. «. Dormin, Brown ft Co. 
action 
18 Baker London General Omniboa Co. Id. 



Incbbold action pLlid. 

Moore ft Co. action and counter- 



Laing Thompson action 

Hand-in-Hand Investment ft Mortgage Co. Id. «. 
The Nat. Dweliioga Soc. Id. 
action 
Law Parminter action 

f Johnaon Fletcher 

IJohnson Firth actions (ooosolidited) 

SO Hertslet BnU action 

Vincent Forward action 

Sannderson MUsstone sctkm 
Shiewsbniy ft Talbot & T. Cab ft Notelem Tjn 

Oo. Id. V. Mofgan action 
Towoaend Pepper action (against Deft. 



35 Grawrord Watkina action ft CTunter-clalm 

Knight Simmonds action 

Abraham Beeeton Pnenmatic Tjre Co. Id. 

action 
RymUl BraidftCo. action 

Pneumatic Tjre Oo. Id. «. Beeston Pneumatic Tjie 
Co.ld. action 
30 Pepnerell Newbum action 

Donlngton Skldmore actkm (Pltff. dead) 
Kellett Andereon ft Sene Id. action 

Houghton Andereon ft Sona Id. action 

Goddftrd Lucy action 

85 Sinclair SeweU action 

Gteen Keeble action (1805— G.— 404) 

Same Same action (1805-0.— 003) 

Banning Klemantaaki action 

Gower St. John action ft counter-claim 

40 Wylle WyUe actlonftmotn. forjndgt. 

Beveler Simner actlcn 

(In re Farmer 

4 Fanner Crawahaw action 

National Bank of Walea Id. v. Morgan action 
Byrne McCarthy action 

48 riawkina Ward action 

Flelden Brown action 

In re Madaon'a Patent, No. 1.Y72, A.D. 1801 p^tn. 
(orderel to go Into Witness Ust) 
(In le Penny 

iPenny Paxdoe action for trial and Srd 

party notiesa of D*f«.. E. M. 
FoweU and Defte., W. H. Pardee 
ftanr. 
Doughtf Hardcaatie action 

50 TheEdiMn ft Swan United Electric Light Co. Id. V. 
WilUamaon and Joaeph action 
(In re Wassail 

IWassell Leggatt action 

Craven Puncture Proof Pneumatic Tyre Co. 

Id. 



Daniell Whateley action 

Queensland Inveatment and Land Xortgige Oo. M. 
V. O'Connell action ft oooala- 
claim. 
55 In re Goerz and Von Hoegh's Patent, No. 81,488 
A.D. 1804, and Patenta, IMgas, 
ftc. Act petn. (ordered to go 
Into Wttne-s List) 
(In re lYent 

trtent Brooke e4Jd.BnmM. 

Tiylor ripaao action 

Okaver WnUwork action (eet down bj 

order July Y. 1805) 
(InreGofr 

IhiU Gardiner action 

80 Eady Neiris action 

Moen 8avinftOo.U. action 

(In re Bead 
(.Bead Thompeon action (Deft. Thoap- 

Bon bankrapt) 
Graham Drummond action and oonnter* 

claim 
Bees De Bemardy action 

85 lUfleftSon Modem Art Pnbliahiog Go. U. 
action and couoter-dabn 
Alston Alston action 

Walker Batemtn action 

Salvage BuU aoUen 

Btoohofowerder Peppleton oonnter-elalm for Iriil 
^ down by Deft, in action) 
10 Buitby * Newbold Cement Oo. Id. «. Hortoa action 
and counter •'-" 
0» Cos action 

Sex Bird action 

Whitthtfiem MHimingham 
(In re WlUlama 

\ Williams WlUIamn a4jd. auuma. (orJered to 

go into Witnea List) 
Sadler action 
Dodnoy action 
iwerder v. Poppleton action for trial (eet 
down by Pltff. in action) 
JohiMon, Clarke ft Parker Id. «. ColUsr action 
(stiyed nntil return of (Jomnli- 

SlOGS) 

Paraona Whettam action 

80 Grtflltha Lewla action 

Gwilt Clarke actim 

Smith Smith a<4ion 

International Financial Soc. Id. ft reduced e. Beiiog 
Broe ft Co. action 

Jamblln Heglnboth*m action 

85 Ootgrove Cbeet« action 

ftiHi^P««M^ Beckett actlna 

Shoe Machinery Cb. Id. «.Cotlan action (aet down 
by order) 

Clayton Smith action 

Seward Bweoa eotion 

00 Grant 



T5 



Foley 
Blechofon 



(In re Palmer 

(Pdmer Palmer actkm 

Walker Wllley aetion 

Gleadowe i Burton ectton (Deft, dead) 
OS Frame Prldmoie actlmi 

The Pneunatic Tyre Co. Id. «. BdUn action 

Haakins mlliams aotlon 

McKeowen Boudard Peveril .(Sear Ce^ Id. 

action 
Warton Midland By. Co. action 

100 Creyke Corpn. of Level of HatOeld Chaie 

aoilon 
McCamphiU Davia action 
(Inre AndrewB 
(Andrews Green action 

103 Hunt GlngeU Son ft Crulokahank action 

(tranalkrred ^ order dated Deo. I. 
1805) 



8UHMABT OF OHANOEBT OAUSE LIST. 

U-^Mr.Sw^ikeOaim^WiineeeAeHani 55 

N(m-Witne8i AdJona, inoloding Siimm(ni8B8 .. •• 61 

Further CoDBidemtions •. .. .. .• 2 

— lis 

2^Mt.JjuMeelSoBfm^WUnenAeUon$ 50 

Ncm-WitneM AotUmi 5 

Adjourned BnmmoDMS 3J 

Further OcmaidezatiaDB 5 

— 96 
8.— Mr. Josiioe STiBLnrG^TF7<fiM8 Jijfioiio 37 

Ncm-witneai ActioDB, induding Summonseo 50 

Further Oonaideratlcms • 3 

— 90 

Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Jan. 11, 1896.] 



THE WEEKLY NOTES. 



4.— Mr. Jnstioe Kxasmaa^Witnets Aetioru 
Non-WitneM Aotions 
Adjourned SnmmonaeB 
Further Ooiuiderations 



Brought forward 



5.— Mr. Justice Bomkr— F«<jm«« Aetiotu : 

OldTraDsfers 

Aotions transferred by Order, dated November 4th, 1895 



Votal CausBB and Matten Ibr Hearing; in the Ohanoery Division 



17 



304 

34 

1 

2 

2 

— 39 

6 
97 

— 103 

446 



iO.— i*i addtium to the above Actumg and matters for trial or hearing, the foOoufing Oompanie$' ( Winding up) maUon 
stand for hearing be/ore Mr. Jnstioe Yaughan Williams, sitHng as an additional Judae of the 
Chancery Division:^ -^ •» "^ j 

Petitions, Companies (Winding up) 20 

Petitions, Chancery Division 2 

Court Swamomesy Companies {Winding up) 20 

Court Summonses, Chancery Division . . , 6 

Motions, Companies (Winding up) 10 

Causes for Trial 1 

58 



Hian OOUET OF JUSTICE. 
QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 



Spsoial Paper. 

FOB ABOUMmfT. 

1 b re an Aibln. between B'Unt ft The Ecclestaatlcal 
Conunn. for Eoglaod Special case 

;i Id re 10 Arbtn. between Barker ft The Pearson ^ft 
Knowles Coal ft Iron Co. Id. (to be argued with 
Oppoied MoUon No. 7) Special case 

8 OooBty Oonncil of MiddleBez «. Wllleaden Urban 
Dtelct uonncil and anr. Special case 

la re The Hooaing of the Working CUsses Act, 
USO.ftc 

Bonmgh of Brighton (claim of Afaroellos Pornell 
CasUe) Special case 

In re an Arbtn. between The Tmstee^ of The 
Ipswidi ft 8«owmarket Navl^ion and The East 
Suffolk Connty Cooncil Special case 

Majror, ftc., off Aahtan-nnder-Lyne v. Pngh 

Special case 

Dfttrtct Council of Barton Keyes Union v. Stevena 
ft anr. Special case 

In re an Arbto. between R. P. Honstcn ft Co. and 
on. and The Standard Steamship Owner's -Pro- 
tectloD, ftc Assoc Id. Special case 

In re an Aibto. between Kempf and The National 
lasce., ftc. Corpn. SpecUl case 

C. De Morrieu ft Co. Id. v. Garlshann Spirit Co. 

Special case 



i 



Opposbd Motions. 

FOB ABauMmr. 

1 In re A Bolfdtor. Expte. Incorporated Law Soc. 

(8.0. for farther report). 
S In re a S<'licltor. £xpte. Incorporated Law Soc. 

(8.0. for toMXhi T report). 
« Bey«, Brad. 
4 Same «. Same. 

16 la re a Soltcltor. Expte. Inoorporated Law Soc. 
• nsaUn V. The Salt Union Id. 
IT la re an Arbtn. between Barker and The Pearson 

ft Knowles Oosl ft Iron Co. (to be argued with 

Special Gaae No. 3) 

• «.Qoldlngftanr. 



HILABT SITTINGS, 1896. 

9 In re a Solicitor. Expte. Incorporated Law Soo. 

10 Electrical Installatton Co. Id. v. Lord Stratheden ft 

Campbell. 

11 Chapman e. Thompson. 

12 Attomey-Oen. (at relation of Moore ft ors.) 9. 

Wright. 
18 Lister ft Co. Id. ft ors. v. Stanwaj. 
14 Boocacd v. Gardner. 

16 Foden v. EUla. 

U Rhodes V. iCenyon. 

17 Bevan v. Chambers. 

18 In re an Arbto. between the Great Western By. 

Go. and The Yale of LlacgoUen By. Co. ft on. 
(s.0. generally;. 

19 In re an Arbtn. between WllUfun Morgan ft anr. 

and Jacques Morris. 

20 In re J. J. Berriman (an nnqnalifled person). 

Expte. Incorporated Law Soc 

21 Morgan V. Heinke. 

'i2 In re The Local Government Act, 1898, and In re 
an ArbtD. between The Sowerby Urban District 
Coancil and The Mytholmroyd Urban District 
Coonctl. 

23 Robins ft Hine v. Bnnnett ft anr. 

24 In re a Solicitor. Expte. Incorporated Law Soc 

25 In re an Arbtn. between Schwann ft 0>. and Bath 

ft Son. 

26 In re a Petition of Bight of Edward Mitchell. 

27 In re A. E. Fenton. 



Grown Paper. • 

rOB AROUMBNT. 

Middlesex, Clerkenwell. Crichton e. West ft on. 

CouDty Court. Defendants' appeal. 
Ml(idl»8ex. Clerkenwell. Crichton v. West ft on. 

County Court. Waterman'd appesL 
Anglesey. I he Queen v. Kvans. Ksq. ft ors., JJ. ft 

Parry (expte. Hughes) Nisi to hear bastardy 

summons. 
Mlddletsx. Bloomtbury. Asbby v. Britlbh Piano. 

forte Manufacturing Co. (3onnty Conrt. Defen- 
dants' appeal. 
Surrey, Southwark. Gray ft Sons v. Bowell ft anr. 

County Court. Defendants' appeal. 



6 Middlesex, Bloomsbury. Uovenden ft Sous v 

Fresson County Court. Defendant's apneal 

7 Middlesex, Sboreditch. Hilkln v. Rll^ardsoa 

County Court Defendant's appeal. 

8 London. Drake, Driver ft Leaver v. Walton's 

Mosaic Linoleum Co. County Court. Deleu- 
dauts' appeal. 

9 Same. Baker v. London India Docks Joint Com- 

mittee (Serena ft Co., 8rd panics) Mayor's 
Court. PhdniiflTs appeaL Ja«jrwa 

10 a Met. Pol. Disu White ». Folham Vestcy. Maaia- 

tnte'scase. 

11 London. White «, Fobbe (Capital ft Counties 

Bkg. Co., garnishees) County Court. Defen- 
dant's appeal. 
X2 Sufford*hire, Wolverhampton. Brotherton v. Tit- 
tensor County Conrt. Defendant's appeal. 

13 Devanshlre The Queen t>. Mayor, ftc or Plymouth 

(expie. WlodciaO Ni^l for mandamus to nav 
money to the Devon Sea Fisheries Committee 

14 Surrey, Wandawortn. West «. Herbert county 

Conrt. Defenaaot'a appeal. 
16 Same. Skepelhorn «. Newman Countv Court 
Plaintirs appeal. ' 

16 Same. Denniiigv. Valles (Blanch!, clmt.) County 

Court. CUlmaut's appMl. 

17 Chesbire, Maodesfleld. Simpson (tradinK. ftc.') c 
,0 «*^*i?H Couuty Court, liefimdani's appeal. 

18 Met. Pol. pist. Fulham Ve.»iry v, cVTion 

Magistrate's case. 

19 Middlesex, Brompton, Caulfleld v. Trollone & 

Sons County Oourt. Defendants' appeal. 

20 Hampshire. Portsmouth. Wairene. Clark County 

Coaru PUlntilTs appeal. 

21 Met. Pol. Diet. Th- Queen v. Horace Smith, Esq 

Met. Pol. Mag. ft Keir (expte. Memagu) Nul 
Vj hear. ftc. information. ts j ^i^i 

22 Wiltshire, Malmesbury. Tombs «. Hugidnsou 

County Court. HalLtUTs appeal. "•»*"-"" 

23 London. Middlemiss v. Perryman Ccunty Court 

Defendant's appeal. ^ uiu 

24 Middlesex. Brompton. Weldon t>. Faithfull Countv 

Court. Plaintiff's appeal. vuuuiy 

26 Middlesex, Whitedi.pei. Dubowski ft Sons v 
•« _,JioW»teln County.. ourt. Plaintiffs' appeal. ' 

26 Mlddlessj^Msiylebone. Gaffla a Uo. i»: Uz4rus 

County Court. Defendant's appeal. ' 

27 Derbyshire. Yates «. Higglns ft ors. Magistrate's 
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28 Met. Pol. D'Ft. London Goanty Goancil v. Piyor 

Magistra'c's cam. 

29 Same. Forinne v. Hanson Magistrate's case 

30 Sheffield. Hides v. Littlc^hn Maglst rate's case. 

31 Middlwez, BloomsbiiTy. Cocker v. Cooper Coantf 

Conn. Defendant's appeal. 
82 London, fltannard v. Read ft Co. County Court. 
PlaintifTs appeal. 

33 Middlesex, Weetmloster. White k Go. «. The 

London & South Western Ry. Co. County Court. 
Plalntifb' appeal. 

34 Laocubire, Bolton. Blrchall & ors. v. BuUoogh 

Gouniy Court Defbodant's appeal. 

35 CnmberiAnd, rarllsle. Atkinson o. The M«yor, 

ftc, of Carlisle County Court. PlaintUfs 
appeal. 
86 Glouc<>8ten»hlre, Bristol. Haynes v. Baker County 
Court. PlaintifTs cross-appeal. 

37 Yorkshire, Leeds. Dodd (suing. JEc.) v. Taylor 

Bto». & Co. County Court. Defendant's appeaL 

38 Liverpool. The Qaeen v Stewart, Esq.. Sti. Jfag. 

& Pdt'Tion (expte. Bnmham) Nisi to hear, 
&c. informadon. 

39 Met. Po). Dibt. Cook v. White Magistrate's rase. 

40 Same. Heath & anr. v. HuU. Magistrate's case. 

41 l^omcashire. The Queen v. Rothweil & anr. Nisi 

for new trial and to admit to bail at instance of 
Defendants. 
43 Met. Pol. Dist. The Queen v. J. Yanghan, Esq., 
Met. Pd*. Mag. k 8ayoy Hotel (ezpte. London 
County Cooncil) Nisi to st te case. 

43 Same. The Queen v. J. r>hiel, Esq., Met Pol. 

MHg. ft Brotchie (expte. Brotchie) Nisi to hear 
■ummons. 

44 Lancashire. The Queen v. Court of Record for the 

Hundred of 8alfi»d and Bellamy (expte. Jones 
ft Co.) Nisi tor prohibition. 

45 Middlesex Brentturd. Wautbler v. Sheridan 

County Court. Defendant's appeal. 

46 London. Donne ('trading, &c.) v. Donaldson 

Mayor's ( ourt. Plaintilfii appeal. 

47 Gloucestershire, Bristol. In re Companies Acts, 

1862 to 1893, and In re Bristol ft llf^acombe 
Ple^oure Steamers County (3ourt. Liquidator's 
appeal. 

48 LancMblre, Lancaster. Denny v. Crook ft anr. 

Conniy Court. Defendant Beonetf s appeal. 

49 Moe»ley. Hewitt v. Taylor Magistrate's case. 

50 Middlesex, Weetminater M> nkittrlck v. Perry- 

man ft anr. County Court. Defendant's 
appeNL 

51 Yorkshire, Todmorden. Escritt ft ors. v. Tod- 

morden lndu»trial ft Co-operatire Soc. County 
Conrt Defendants' tppe 1 1. 

52 Lancashire. Salfurd. Harrison v. The Mayor ftc. 

of Salford County Court. Defendants' appeal. 

53 Suffolk, Lowestoft. Gining v. EwIm €k>unty 

Court. Defendant's appeal. 

54 Met Pol. Dist Hanks v. Bridgman Magistrate's 

C«se. 
65 Safi'ron Wsldon. Woodley v. Simmonds Magis- 
trate's case. 

56 Merionethshire, Dolgelly. Jones v. Barmouth 

Local Board. County Court. Defendants' appeal. 

57 Wes moreUnd, Klrby Lonsdale. Richardaon v. 

The London ft Nortb Western Ry. Co. County 
Court. Defendants' appeal. 

58 Cornwall. Craig v. Collins Magistrate's case. 

69 Yorkshire, Hndcerafleid. Wood v. Uaigh County 
Court. Plaintiff's appral. 

60 Lancaahlre. Pearson v. Tbe Belgian Mills 0>. 

Magistrate's case. 

61 Camarvonrbirp, Pwlhelll. Jones v. Evans (Davies, 

clnit.) County court, claimant's appeal. 

62 Yorkshire, hktptun. Clegg, •'arkinson ft Co. v. 

Tre Ear by ft Thornton Gas ft Lightning Co. 
GouD ly Conrt. Plai n i ilTs appeal. 

63 Carmarthenshire, Llai doveiy. Williams v. 

WlUiiims County Courr. Defendant's appeal. 

64 Cornwall, Redruih. Noel v. Redruth Foundry Co. 

County Ct'urt. Dt ftudants' appeal. 

65 Norfolk, King's Lynn. Rose v. Girling County 

0>urt. Defendant's appeal. 

66 Met Pol. Di t St. Leonard, Sboredltch, Vestry 

V. Pbelan Magistrate's case. 

67 Middlesex, Sboredltch. Diamond v. Eickrff Bros. 

(£ick«fr. clmt.) County Conrt. Plaintirs 
appeal. 

68 Mei. Pol. Diet. Gnmett v. Fltunstead Overseers 

Magintrate'scase. 

69 Staffordshire. Colclough v. Knight Magistrate's 

case. 

70 Worcester. Strlctland v. Hayes Magistrate's 

ca.>-e. 

71 Mldolesex, Marylebone. Syratt v. Cumplen 

County Court. Plalntlfl's appeal. 

72 London. Th*- Queen v. Juttlces of County of 

London, Slade Esq., Mtt Pol. Mag., ft St 
Saviour's Board of Worioi (expte. F. Saunders) 
NiSl for prohibition. 



73 Middlesex, Marylebooe. Chaffers v.Laylor County 

Court. Defendant's appeal 

74 Statfordshtre. The (2aeen t>. W. G. Webb, E»q. ft 

ors., JJ and Grove (expte. Hotchkis) Nisi for 
c«rtlOTari and order in bastardy. 

75 Leeds. The Queen v. T. S. Soden Esq., Revising 

Barrister for City of Leods (expte. Kelly ft anr ) 
Application (fh)m Chaoibers) for order to state 
case or mandamus to hear claims. 

76 Monmouthshire. The Queen «. Partridge ft Pro- 

vlncUl Union Bank (exptew Priekett) Nisi to 
issue interpleader summons. 

77 MetPoI. Dibt Silver v.Benn Magistrate's case. 

78 Bedford. Cooper v. Pearse Magistrate's case. 

79 Middlesex, Westminster. Eves ft anr. v. .British 

Workmen's General Assce. Go. County Court. 
Defendants' appeal. 

80 Stockt* n-on-Teee. Uddell v. Lofthouse Magis- 

trate's ease 

81 Middlesex, Whltechapel. Debont v. General Steam 

Navigation Co. County Court. PlaintUTs ap- 
peal. 

82 Mtt Pol. Dbt KyfBn v. East London Watex^ 

workaCo. Magistrate's case. 
f3 London. Proctor v. Spooner ft Co. Comity Court. 

P aintilTs appeal. 
84 West Ham. BrickeU v. AngeU Magistrate's 

ca«e. 
86 London. Ellis v. Peek ft ors. County Court 

Defendants' appeal. 

86 Met. Pol. DUt. GoUman «. Roberts Magistntte's 

case. 

87 Middlesex,' WhitechapeL Tholander v. Langford 

County Oomi. PiaintilTa appeal. 

88 Cheshire^ Lancashire. The Queen «. JJ.'s of 

Stockport (ezpte. Fletcher) Nisi for mandamus 
to oouflnn license. 

89 Yorkshh^ W. R. The Queen o. Bradford Licen- 

sing JJ. (ezpte. Hardcastle) Summoos for man- 
damus to cooflrm license. 

90 Yorkshire, Leeds. Grayshun «. Rtchardson 

(bounty Court. Defendant's appeal. 

91 Middlesex, Bow. Webber v. Wildy ft ora. County 

Court. PlaintUTs appeaL 

92 Met PoL Dist Madge o. Debenture Corpn. 

Magistrate's case. 

93 Staffordshire, Bvslem. Cooke v. Smith (T. ft J. 

Smith, clmts.) Coun^ Court. Claimants' 
appeal. 

94 Kent. Kent County Council «. Oolthup Magis- 

trate's c»*e. 

95 Hampshire, Southampton. Kirkwood (trading, 
ftc) V. Smith ft anr. County Court Plaintilf's 



Bedfoidshi 



96 Bedfoidshlre. Tbe Queen v. Bedford Rural Dis- 

trict Council Nisi to order indictment to be 
tried at C. G. C. 

97 Gloucestershire, Gloucester. James Reynolds ft 

Co. V. TomllDSon, Hodgetts ft Co. (bounty Court. 
Defendants' appeal. 

98 London. Ellis o. Peek ft ors. County Omrt 

PlaintUTs appeaL 

99 Surrey. Vincent o. Wilks Magistrate's case. 

100 Warwickshire, Tamwortb. Midland Ry. tCo. v. 

Glbbe ft anr. County Ck)urt Plaintifla' appeal. 

101 Cardiganshire. Phillips v. Evans Magistrate's 

case. 

102 London. Wood's Patent Brick Co. v. Cioke 

County Conrt Defendant's appeal. 

103 Glamorganshire. The Queen v. JJ. of Glamorgan 

(expte. Williams) Nisi for mandamus to enter 
continuances, ftc. 

104 Kent. Tbe Queen «. Bexley Heath Ry. Oo. (expte. 

Dartford Rural Diatrlct • ouncil) Nisi for man- 
damus to make brl(*e^, ftc. 

105 Met Pol. Dlat Lowe v. Yolp Magistrate's case. 

106 E>sex. The Queen v. Rochford District Council ft 

ors. (expte. Clarke) Nisi fear certiorari for 
precept. Referred from Chambers. 

107 Poole. Hains o. Ridett ft ors. Magistrate's case. 

108 Northumberland, North Shields. Johnsnn v. 

Coulson ft anr. County Court. PlalntlflTs 

109 Middlesex, tShoreditcb. Jones o. Hand County 

Court. Plaintiff's appeal. 

110 Radnorshire, Prestelgo. Reynolds v. Urban 

District Ccnncil of Presteign County Court. 
Defendants' appeal. 

111 Kent Tbe Queen v. Bodden Esq., ft anr., JJ. and 

The Gillingham Urban Dlatiici Orancil Nisi 
for certiorari for conviction at instance of C. J. 
Goodwin. 

112 London. Palmer v. Shelburne ft anr. County 

Court Defendant's appeal. 

113 ' St. Ives. The Queen o. flain, jun., Esq., ft ors. 

Licensing JJ. ft B^yxard (expt^. Let s) Nisi for 
oei tiorarl for Ucense. 

114 Salop. Tbe Queen v. Bowen, Esq., ft anr., JJ. 

(expte. Bowdler) Nisi for mandamus to hear 
application. 



115 Lancashire, St Helens ft Wldnes. Woodward k 

ore. V. Dlngsdala ft orp. County Court Defen- 
dants' appeal. 

116 Salop. Tbe Queen v. Blsbop of Kerefwd ^exp e. 

Heaton) Mai for mandamus to ooDsider 6th 
Jortions, ftc. (DUapldation« Act). 

117 Devonsbire, Bam»taple. Parsons «. Haacodc 

County doart. Def'ndant's appeal. 

118 Northumberland. The Queen v. Armstnog, Esq., 

ft ors.. Licensing JJ. (expte. Duffy) Kid for 
mtndamos to hear application. 

119 Sheffield. The Qof«n «. Skelton, Esq., ft on., 

Licen inic JJ. (expte Bird) Nisi, for oertiocul 
for refusal of license. 

120 Yorkshlr^ W. R. Thn Qneen v. Sauke Nisi (or 

maodamos to hear application for licen»>. 

121 Carnarvonshire, Carnarvon. The Cwmygio Gam- 

briai Benefit BuildlDg Soc v. Jones County 
Court. Defendant's appeal. 

122 Middlesex, Shoredttcb. hooper v. Woolf Cnuty 

Coi.rt. PlaintifTs appeaL 

123 Darsetshlre. Petbwick ft ors. v. Doraet Courtf 

Cuuacil Magistrate's ca.«e. 
124' Lancashire. LiverpooL I onle v Briscoe (BoU, 
clmt.) County Court Claimant's appeal. 

125 Londoo. Baker ft anr. o. Ambrose Coonty Omrt 

Defendant's appeal. 

126 Middlesex, Brompton. Richardson «. Baiaett 

0>unty 0>urt. Defendant's appeal 

127 Hants, Bouroemouth. Ba jier v. Tovey Covnty 

Court Defendant's appe»l. 

128 Lincoln. Wblte v. ManseU Magistrate's esse. 

129 Warwiokshfan^ Biriblngbam. MoUoway v. Harper 

ft ors. County Court. PlaintUTs appeiL 
180 Kent Tbe Queen «. JJ. of ICeot ft on. (ezpte. 
Boulter) Nisi for otrtlora*i for Order of 
Sessions. 

131 Sime. The Queen «. L *vlboiid Nisi to qaaab 

conviction 

132 Cardiitanshire, Abrrystwith. James ft sor. «. 

Jenkins ft om. County Oourt Defendants 
Jenkins and Morgan's a|/pad. 

133 Hampshire, Bournemouth. Cochrane (tradtec, 

ftc.) V. Trantrum County Court Plaiotiira 
appeaL 
131 Gloucestershire, G'cucester. Meadows v. Lett 
County Couit Defendant's appeal. 

136 Warwickshire. Walker v. fitretioa Magistrate's 

cue. 
138 Samp. Godwin v. Walker Maglstrate'a case. 

137 Middlesex, 8horedltcb. Knibb «. Wright GovntJ 

0>urt PlaintUTs appeal. 

138 Essex, C Ichester. Mason v. Llojcf Oooiity 

Court. PlaintUTs appeal. 

139 Met. PoL Dist «'ommlaslona' of Police «. Ctit- 

man Magistrate's case. 
146 Durham. I'he Queen v. JJ. of Dorham (ezpte. 
Banks) Nisi for mandannis to hear appllcatloa 
for Ucense. 

141 Middlesex, WhltochapeL PhiUipe v. Israel GooDty 

Court Defendant's appeal. 

142 Lancashire, Burj. Deane, sen. v. Smith ft tor. 

County 0)urt. PlaintUTs appeal. 

143 Glo^-cestershlte. Stangoe u. SUtter Magtstrate's 

case. 

144 Warwickshire, Birmingham. O'Connell Bros. a. 

Feely Onuuty Court Defendant's appeal. 
146 Canine. Hill o. Wright ft anr. Mag'strate'kcaie. 

146 MiddleEez, Wesim>nsier. Coben v. Kardtey 

O unty tJDur t De fendant's appeal . 

147 Middlesex, Marylebjne. Stanbrldge v. Fbtank 

County Court. Deiendant's appeal. 

148 Ca'martbenshtre, Llandilofawr. Powt^ll ft oif. 

Jones ft anr. OoUDty Cuuri. Defendant's appeaL 

149 Met. Pol. Dbt. The Queen v. H. Smith Esq., Met. 

Pol. Mag., ft Hiliyard (expte. Noakes ft anr.) 
Nlai to state case. 

150 Surrey. South wa>k. Loomes v. WeEt Onrnty 

Court Plaintiff*8 appeal. 
161 Yorlisbire, Bradford. Wtrrall (trading ftc) «. 
Dyaun ( onnty Court. Defendant's a[q>eal. 

152 Cbehire, S ockport. Griffiths v. Heath Cooaty 

Couit. Plaintiff's appe»L 

153 Yorkshire. Keighley. Butterfleld v. Berry Oonnty 

Court. Plain UTsaijp^l. 

154 Lancashire, Bury. Nuitall ft Co. «. The Om- 

Unenial Bottle Co. Couoty Oourt Plaintiffs 
appeal. 

165 Lancashire. The Queen o. North Blackpool 

Popular BuildlDg Society (ezpl<>. Kay) Nisi fur 
mandamns for election ot flve Arbitrators. 

166 Norfolk, Harieston. Rising «. Dnrrant ft Sodi 

County Court. PlaintUTs ap^^eal. 

167 Middlesex, Shoredltch. Upti^n ft anr. (tradicfr 

ftc.)«. Pearoo 0)unty Court Plaintiflh' appesL 

168 Londoo. Ruff v. Home Secretary Quarter See* 

slons. Order ft case. 

169 Same. Young v. Barter ft Go. Mayer's 0(ffit 

Defendants' appeal. 
160 Blackburn. Atley v. Farrell Magistrate's case. 
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m AeciiDgtoB. Plettsv. Bea'tie Ma^totrate'B case, 
lis LoDdoD. Kirby «. North Biiti»b Mercantile 

Idkc Go. Mayor's Court. PlaintiirB appeal. 
163 Sune. The Qneen v. W. Bird, Itoq. k on., JJ. 

k Hamm«nmfth Veriry (ezpte Arier) Nial f r 

mandamiB to state ra^. 
l«t Cent Cilm. aurt. The Qaeen v. Bt 

lor sew trial. 
lis EsjEland, France. In ihe Matter of I 

Kid for habeas Corpus. 
16$ Lancasbire. The Q>ieeo v. JJ. of Con 

oaler k The M«yor, &c. of Mlddk 

MUla k 919.) NU for certiorari 1 

SevioQS. 
W Middlpsez, ClerkeDwell. Daviesv. Crc 

Co. k Thomas Goanty Court. Plain 
118 LoQdoa The Qaeen v. Toe Vestry o 

of St. Matthew. Bethnal (ireen Nis 

mos to repair sewer. 
161 Dtrbphlff, Bakewell Critchlow v. 

Korth w«>iitpm Rv c\n, County Co 



170 Leicestershire, Leicest* r. Gardcer v. Hart County 

Court. Defendant's appeal. 

171 Herefbrdshire, Hereford. Dobbins v. Oarrold 

County Court. Defendant's appeal. 



In re a Settlement, Ace and the Reversionary In- 
terest Society Id. (under Sec. 10 of Finance Act, 
1894) 



Oasbb Stated as to Iitooki Tax and 



Special I 
Opposed 
Crown I 
B<)venac 



arts will 



Actions 



iai Juryi-i 

in tliiB Lii 
y, 20th Ja 

rTDeiouowiog JNumDere will bein tl 
' Trial OD Monday, 13th Jannarj 
: 12. 13, 20. 

f » B»ton».Pattifon*Co. distress 
I 13 The Qaeen «. Hawkins indictment 
I 13 Bsmse.Same same _, ^, 

I 10 May V. N. E. Uncsshire Pnbllshirg 
iftsi 



Fuller V. Davis contract 

Makofan, Branker k Go. o. Worcesi 

MTtaigOo. money paid 
Xopstyk anr. v. Barker k Co covt 
Botfs 9. SalTin cheque 
Virirfaead V. Day pers. loj. 
Uqsldatloa btaftea Purchase Co. k). 

ors. possession 
Msesdsm «. Leconte monf y vsid 
Baker v. Tumbnll k ors. woi k 
Warosrv. Ysne contrjct 
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Ill Bod<l«. DiShwood Itbel 

174 Cotton A aar. v Watson Bros, oontnci 

191 Bilffits V. Tbe Kmlr HafU money lent 

192 Hoyle v. Goolden h anr. oomaiiaBion 

194 Hwifi & Co. V. VenabW k Sons declaration 

195 Tasmanian Do-operative Timber Co. Id. & anr. «. 

K<nff A Co. contract 

197 Wrigit V Mtcheater* Sheffield, ftc By. Co. iarae 

198 Snowdon «. Same issna 

199 Martin v. Eotwlatle ft anr. pers. inj. 
902 Long%!on v. Oovell pers. inJ. 

204 Carrie v. Leabe & anr. libel 

206 Mamey v. Dnrraut contract 

811 Walter V. Ceotrtl Newa Id. contract 

213 Jackstmv. lyne negligence 

215 Hall V, Price « anr. firaad. repa. 

210 Harris V. Got Ing f^aad. repa. 

21? Forward v. Odhams & on. libel 

218 Lomer v. Harrison moncif paid 



MIDDLESEX Common Jwry Aaiom, 

Aodono beyoQd No. 92 in this LiBi will not 
be takeo before Bionday, 20ih Jaunary. 

The following Namben will be in tbe List 
for Trial on Monday, 13th Jannary— Noe. 
32 to 39, both inolnsive. 

347 Letcher & anr. (trading. &c) v. Nash contract 

(argent— day to be named) 
82 Taylor v. Po^tter detinne 

37 Brown V. Barrett oomminlon 
21 Cox «■ Bom work 

34 Hlpklna v. Morr*!! contract 

38 Bowetean v Gregory h Go. money paid 

39 Yemon It Soi a v. Lake contract 

40 Holyome «. Batf y A 0>. Id. pers. iqj. 
42 Fleirmmgv Boehucs treapass 

48 Taroerv. Hell blU 

45 Clarke v. Marshall pen. iqj. 

47 Jasper v. O ing & ors. salary 

48 Tarof-rv R per breach of piomlae 

60 Hurnimew «. Fitsgerald breach of promise 

61 James v. Robtnson money received 

62 Mardonv. Rowe rent 

60 Scoots V. Voklna k Go. Id. mal. pros. 

62 WalHker «. Tumor maL pros. 

€5 ThontOD o. JiffktoB breach of promiM 

67 Graves v. Cntfuith breach of promise 

68 B«yi>oid8-St^pben v Bltck & White Id. lAjnnction 

69 Godfrey, Ph 1 \p* h Sons «. Toriey injonctlon 

70 Neicley v. Sh'-ph-id contmct 

72 Westaway « Lioobtts contract 

73 Smith o. Same contract 

76 Boddmaton's Breweriee Id. «. Cooper possession 

78 Brown V. James work 

79 WcHxlt o. Ho^^good contract 

86 LutlitaD. Uxster breich of promise 
91 Digb V. Wyait detinue 
. 92 Connor «. Lee pera. inj. 

94 Htf ver «. Day money leot 

95 Bo-enbergv Schtukka work 
97 Goltm Ti 0. Brood k anr. work 

100 Badclilf V. "^m^ll money lent 

102 Hankius ft Wife v. Pipe distress 

105 Monls V. Hui t & Co. work 

106 Hertz * Hnr v. Baher k Go. contract 
108 Laniifori v. Hay ward slander 

111 Scat) Ian k aur. v. Pinchbeck contract 

112 Abboit at Co. V. Chatteris Engineering k Works Go. 

griO B HOll 

114 Price e. Smith k anr. di&treas 

115 Hill V St. Su'pbent slander 

116 Hi'pkii B D V. H«*llingsworth k aor. money paid 

117 Gm1u> er o E istwuud ft Co. & ors. cootiact 
119 Master v. Ruhlnnon bill 

12 1 Stre ' vk ilk v. Ho « ard breach of promise 

122 Tarlingv Harris ft Go. deUnne 
126 Flower o. Ru^ierta ft anr. aasanlt 

128 Pike V CAve cov enant 

129 Fem^'nia v. Thumpeon ft anr. libel 

131 G'-n-tun e. Wrigbt note 

132 Gllmure v. Miiote contract 
136 N^llo D^viea libel 

139 Sotomnv BadcockftSon negligence 

140 Ramsay «. Heckfls money lent 

141 Rlchar s v Watson pers. InJ. 

142 If nrriHon v. M»chan false impt. 

143 O'Fanell V. Jac>w>n slander 

144 B-a^eli V. flaw warranty 

145 ;Browoe ft ors. v. Berliner rent 

149 Stone'-am V. *=^OM»ham flander 

150 Baroen o. Will ams ft aor. tre-jHUBS 

151 War ««> Ick o. Temple Press Id. ft ore. libel 
157 Townor end v. Bilst 'ue, Gooke ft Go. libel 
162 Grove o. Sailing sedoction 



16S Banks v. Heather rent 

167 Norman «. Mannonry ft Go. wrong, dis. 

169 Willis «. CoUlos fraud, reps. 

172 De Chastelaio «. Copping ft anr. ni«gUgeooe 

173 Drake «. (Tailing goods sold 

176 Stdley «. Jaklna ft Go. Id pen inJ. 

179 Jacoba «. Fankhur^^t wrong, dia. 

180 Bid well V. Pnlier breach of promise 

181 Wataon «. L G. Go. Id. pen ii^ 

182 WUllama v. Tomkins ft anr. libel 

183 Goalti V. lihodes pen. IqJ. 

185 Dickey v. Saxelby ft anr. frand. reps. 

186 Barria «. The "Woman" Fabllshing Go. Id. 

ft on. libel. 

189 Wardle o. Henry ft anr. pers. iqj. 

198 Beson V. Gliss breach of promise 

200 Bayne «. Braod pers. inj. 

203 Harvey «. Hart ontract 

206 Richardson v. Macklin issas 

207 Bell V. Fortescue work 

208 Bell V. (^alcntt contract 

209 Htxeldine v. Widmer ft anr. wrong, dis, 

210 Solomon v. Bryant ft anr. bills 
212 Hay V. Roxborgb slander 

219 Boy V. Wale ft anr. ntal. pros. 



NON-JUBY ACTIONS. 

Aotions beyond No. 320 in this liflt will not 

be taken before Monday, 20th January. 
The followinf^ Nombers will be in the List for 

Trial on Monday, 18th January— Nob. 230 

to 269, both inoloflive. 
280 Utchfleld ft anr. «. Wasstalf ft anr. possession 
271 Eliot V. Kert7 Bowen id. issue 
252 Oook V. Oourt ft on (pt. hd.) goxis sold 
190 Gook V. Smith issue 
220 Glgney o. Herllta bond 

8 Hogan «. Oochrane ft Sons work 
68 Parker ft anr. v. Clarke ft anr. Issue 
247 Simpson v. Weyman ft Hitchcock Id. oootract 

255 Thomson v. Siomiona ft Bouen Id. contract 

256 Radfonl «. The Working Urbin Dlstriot OooncU 

cobtract 

257 Jon< s v. Lambeth horse sold 
260 Bamikel «. Black li^anctioD 

263 G<oper Broa. «. Wheeler gooda sold 

264 Goates v. Beam ft aor. possession 

265 Carr V. Edwards royalties 

269 Harold v. Laurinat ft Co. wrong dis, 

973 Sinclair «. Bridges ft Son ft anr. monoy reoelved 

1 Mason «. Peat UtUtzation Ck>. Id. bonds 

a ImlMrt V. B -nsor b<>nd 

3 Gharleawtirth «. Broderick Injimction 

6 F. Joyce ft Go. Id. v. I>adelle goods sold 

7 Bargreaves v. Marahtll declaration 

15 Banrg«te Land Go «. HoUaiid money received 

16 Sudete Genera le des Pctrolee, ftc Id. v. Boseell ft 

Go. Id. contract 

17 Mynon v Steward negligence 

82 Eoglni^rlng ft General Contract Gorpn. Id. «. 

Hopcraft ft anr money reoelved 
89 Duncan v. Schmborgh c ntract 
125 Incandescent Gas Light Co. v. Helio-Inoandescent 

Gas Burner Go ft orH. patents 
178 Same v. De Mare Incandescent Gas light System 

Id. ~ injunction 
152a Same v. Sa>l>ght, ftc. Gas Lamp Go. patents 
155 Penn*^ll v. (^ke ft aiir. couiract 

75 Briggs v. Cuoke ft anr. work 
146 Jenayii v. W. Barter ft Go. Id.] btil) to be tried 

158 Gnmmfns v. Jenkyn ft Son detinue) together 

159 Beanmont v Hobeon ft ore. pomesakm 
166 Robeonv. FltzGeoige guarantee 

176 Crouch v. 0>mber trespass 

177 WatiB ft an. v. Williams ft ors. money paid 

184 Gomptolr Nalioral d'Kacompte de Paris «. Gastrell 

187 Log^tte V. Davis possession [bill 

188 Stokes V. Bonner money paid 
201 Adiam ft ors. v. Rintoui rent 

214 Legrand v. Ramsiien ft Sou royalties 
228 St. Olave's Board of Works v. Soothwaik and 
Yanxhall Water Co. work 

274 Micbael o. Holding ft Son distress 

275 Ttndall «. Gregory contnct 

277 Greaves ft ors. v. Woolford ft anr. bUl 

280 R'chardson v. Macklin note 

281 Pike V. Mor^t contract 

286 (krper «. Hood-Bam contract 

286 Cummins v. Marehall work 

287 Samev. Same work 

289 Liockhart v. Doig contract 

293 Wilde V. Leonard ft ois. possessim 

294 Williams V. Sanderson contract 
296 Brady «. HolUngsworth trespass 
298 ThirlweU o. Bradban bill 



299 Wooihtma. Meyar wrong, dis. 

303 Hunwick ft Go. Id. «. droves work 

306 Uawia Bros. «. WUltasBsm work 

306 Lord Llangatioek «. EMowea 

307 Nenburger v. Bailey bill 

308 Snow ft ora. «. Roberts piwsemhw 

809 Balermaeher «. King detinue 

810 Duit V. Marshall money paid 

311 Odhuns V. Brannlng guarantee 

312 Wain V. Coward money paid] 
8(4 Jon4 V. The Platilla Qoki Gravels Id. 
815 Tonng v. Bond detinue 
316 O>ttoa V. Uat covenants 
319 Gonstmtlne, Pickering ft Go. «. Wsrdn k Sooi 

blU of lading 

820 SosUv. (}oryn libel 

822 Richardson «. FYen money paid 

82S Turner «. alarler pera. ioj. 

824 Sedgwick v. Harris work 

325 Cope V. WatUns contract 

886 Uoat V. McOobbln rent 

827 Ewing v. Moore money paid 

828 Hollo iray v. Fitch po ■snsion 

329 WhiUker ft anr. «. Kox posiesstai 

332 Ball V. Buim money paid 

835 Basan o. Bell work 

387 Brothexton «. W. N. White ft (3ou kL goodsi&J 

840 Mowatt ft anr. «. Clarke ft anr. fasoe 

841 Ley ft anr. «. Groner posseaaloo 

344 Gsntral Stock ExohauRe Id. «. Sinilli oaniiaa 

345 Harris v. Airtbury contract 

346 London ft Univerea Bank Id. «. Bniley f« 
session 

348 DanleU ft anr. V. WiUstt iSBW 

349 Goldsmith ft Go. «. North contnct _ 

350 Hime v. The Mutual Loan Fond Amc H 
ii^anetion 

851 Thrnpp ft anr. «. Harria goods sold 

856 Long v. Love posses-ion ^ 

857 London ft Goimty Unity BnlUfng Boc. «. Aflfl 
covenant 

861 Howett ft O). v. L. ft S. W. Bank 11 

864 Koch ft anr. «. Fuerst Bros, goods sold 

366 Saunden o. Chrl»tey coatract 

368 Le^ V. Peacock posrassion 

371 Drake, Driver ft Oo. Id. «. Leaver daadsr 

378 Maxwell ft ors. «. Bistiop ft anr. work 

374 Duke of Bacdeuch «. Newman money 

378 Brandon «. Crowdy bill 

880 Grant «. Uodgldnaon contraek 

882 Bath V. EUdgway pen in]. 

383 Hartmiot v. Daiy contract 

385 Trollope ft anr. v. Brnnsdon gnaxantsi 

887 Smith ft ora. v. Goombes possesskm 

388 Diamond ft anr. v. Game goods S(dd 

390 Jay v. Bell ft anr. itoods sold 

391 Towell V. Letts bill 
393 Clark V. Broughtoi poss sdon 
894 Bacquin «. Hdlaod treip^ss 

395 Pangboume «. bteuRell bll 

396 Rosst'll ft Oo. o Price ft on. work 

397 Jones «. Harrison goods sold 

398 Himt ft anr. v Reevt-s poaeessioii 

399 Hotchkin v. Campion rent 
402 Samuel «. I^Uer ft anr. bill 

405 Chester «. Richardson work 

406 Metzner v. Wemyss contract 

407 Fenwicke v. WyaU ft anr. salary 

408 Swofflelil V. The Anglo-French InvestmCDt Oa IL 
ft ora. work 

409 Legrand v. Dnval Restaurants for Londos U. k 
anr. contract 

416 Parke's Drug Stores Id. v. Cave contract 

41T Murray «. Uxbridge Urban District CoodcU 

421 Lindsay ft Co. v. Wa^ntr money paid 

422 St. Alpbonse v. SfKliie money p^ 
424 Harden o. Melhul^h fhmd. itps. 
426 Glsss V. Ijondon Tram>« Co. Id. pers. ti^ 
426 Thompson v. Midland Ry. Co. pets. iqj. 
428 Masbam v. Eveson goods Suld 
430 Oldham «. Sadler Bi.lary 
432 Wnolner «. Graham ft Wife work 
435 Ridl-*y V. PickeriuK ft Wif" trespass 
486 Molesworth v. Henry moo'^y lent 
440 Barker v. Ledlle money paid 

442 Cra»ley «. Eellot ft anr. 

443 Bankes v. Daaney bill 

444 AUwood V. O'Grady deiiiius 
446 Oatzmai n ft C>. v. Coster goods sold 
446 Sebeit v. Banbury ^ Co. CvH>tfact 
450 Baxter V. Ariel Manufadarlng (>». pxAKiA 
452 Young «. Solomon work 
465 London General OmLibus O). v. (hrpeoter k tA 

contract 
467 Braibant ft anr. «. Wallace ft Cb. goodi bM 

458 Lewia o. Baldry r«nt 

459 Spsckman «. Harmsworth money lent 

462 Abrams v. King contract 

463 Chapman o. Browne cheque 
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Swaotn ft Wife V. Head p«n. ii^ 

Fuiov«.SUIboo negUgeiice 

Li^juky «.Tbe Steyiwloffp Mining Sjndieato M. 



A13 Smith o.Gkrr inoe 

475 TIM Oompton Stud o. Inikip work 

47T Hofaun v. L. O. 0. Go. pen. ii^. 

479 BflUly o. O'Connor commlssiaa 



480 Boyar o. 1 

481 McLooghll 
483 Banielt,GI 
487 Elmer v. E 



BUIOC^BT OF AOnONS SNTBBBD FOR TRIAL to 7th JANUARY, Ino 

Speoial Juries. Gommoii Jari«t. 

MiddleMZ 138 .. 190 

Non-Jorief 

LoodoD 4 

(Oomineroial Causes 
CMOS aro only entered in the Oommeroial list when the days are fixed 
for Trial. 
Set down under Order XIY 



Nan.— This Summary shews the total number of Actions for Trial up to and inolosire of tl 



fer Hearing before 
Bitiinir in Baakroptoy, pending 
Deoenber, 1895. 

IireD«Bklej IzpCe. DanUqr 
jb n Mini^tHUi SxpCe. Batey « tnr. 
lanHdljer Expfe. Cockbom 
bnMUnt EzpCe. Kar 

mm \r Bankmptoy for Hearing before 
II JiMtiee Yau^hav Wiluamp, pending 
)eeei9ber, 1895. 
b n Hope JohnaloiM. Ezpto. Gillow o. Official 

Receiver (eUnding over by con- 

senft^ 
Inn Bum Exptr. Abel Enepton v. OfficUl 

ReoelTer (eUnding over by oon- 

BCI&t) 

IinCUdweU Expie.' Haydon «. Fox tending 

, OT«r 1^ cooeant) 

u n Talb, Dixon ft I)owelL Expte. Dipnee o. 

Ogle 
lanMcrtar Sxple. Nicbolle «. Harria 
ureBUuit Bxpte. Palmer tr. E. H. Bryant 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

QUEEN^S BENCH DIVISION. 

HI LARY SITTINGS, 18 36. 

APPEALS AND MOTIONS IN BANKRUPTCY 
a Dirisional 



In re Bryant Expie. Same v. Gockerton 
In re Same Sxple. Same v. O. N. Bryant 
In re Yomig Expie. Hialop «. D. A. T. Toong 

10 In re AiderKm Expte. Jackaon v. Board of Trade 
In ra Sonaee Expte. Deller «. F. E. Pomea ft ora. 
lo re Kipling ft anr. Expte. Blow v. Gamming 
In re Same Eipta. Gamming v. Blow 
In re Hewitt Expte. Wilaon «. Brongham. 

16 In re Daviea Expte. Ellla «. Mra. Keevtt Daviea 
In re G irey Expte. Cycle Go. 
In re Holmaa Expie. Barker «. Peat 
In re Tod Expie. Dixon «. Harper 

In re Same Expte. Mra. Bedford «. Same 

20 In re Oodftey, 6. ft ora. Expte. Ulenton, MarU v. 
Peat 
In re Oordia Bxpte. Official Receiver v. Strand 
In re Hallowes Expte. Board of Trade «. Trustee 
In ra Morria Etpte. Same v. Same 
In re Shingler Bxpte. Same «. Same 

25 In re Qrandldge Expte. Same v. Same 

In re Barker ft Go. Expte. Official RecdTer v, 

Holden 
In re Blacboftwerder. Bxpte. Raphael 
In ra Sam« Expte. Poppleton 
InieYatiqoet Expte. Barton v. Singletoa 

M 1TTIB8 iif Baveboftot. — Total Appeals and Ifotions 



3) IareOrayd< 

In re Fry 
In re Gent 
In re Orton 
In re Blant 
35 In re Booth 
In re Bowea 
In le If eeait 
In re Tncke 
InreSeanu 



40 



45 



In re Wyni 
Inre&me 
In re Harria 
In re Mooo 
In re L. L. 
InreTacke 
la re Tbomi 
In re Victor 



In re Same 
In re Folletl 
50 In re Toeke 
In re Peel 

... 55 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
QUEENS BENCH DIVISION. 



lABftERB IN 
'edoesdays 



0H4MBBBS FOB HILARY SITTINGS, 1896. 
A to P. 

Kats. 



^odaosdays 

EX: 

mdays 



ttOfdays. 



Master Johfson. 



G toN. 

Master Walton. 



Master Bdtlib. 



to Z. 

Master Abohibald. 



Master Mavlbt Smith. 



mGH COURT 
QUEE NS BENCI 

HILARY SFTTl 

Atol 

All AppUoations by Summons or 

to Msster Gbobgb Pollook are to be 

his own Room, JSfo, 178, at 11.80 

and S<Uwrday$, 

All Am>ttoations by Sommons or o1 
Master Maodovxll are to 6e made re 
Boom, Na 183, at 11.80 a.m. on Jfoti 

Oto2 

All Applications by Summons or o1 

Master Wilbsbvobob are to be made 

own Boom, Na 179, at 11.80 a.m. 

ScUurdojfB. 

The Parties are to meet in the Ai 
and the Snmmonset wOi be inserted 
after the Summonses to be heard before 
and will be oalled oyer by the Atten 
for a first and second time at 11.80, 
Master in the same manner as if they i 

] 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE— QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 



BILABT 8ITTIN&B, 1896. 



Date& 


LOBD CUUF 

JusTioa. 


Pollock B. 


Hawkinb J. 


HathiwJ. 


Cats J. 


Day J. 


Wills J. 


1 

GbaktbaxJ. 




1886. 






















January • . 


11 


NidPriufl 


Election 
Petitions 


Diyidonal 
Oonrt 


Commercial 
List 


Chambers 


NisiPrins 


South Eastern 
Circuit 


NidPdiiB 




n 


15 


n 


» 


Central 
Criminal Oonrt 


99 


91 


South Wales 
Circuit 


99 


It 




w 


16 


n 


It 


» 


99 


19 


91 


99 


19 




w 


17 


n 


» 


>t 


It 


Home 
Oiromt 


It 


99 


99 








f» 


}• 


n 


99 


99 


91 


99 


» 




if 


30 


»» 


KiaiPrins 


Midland 
Oircnit 


19 


»> 


99 


•9 


<^f<nd 
Giraiit 




Fehnuury . . 


5 


f» 


(Ghamben 
intervening) 


w 


t> 


»• 


99 


99 


It 








» 


» 


>» 


» 


19 


99 


99 


19 




» 


10 


n 


!• 


>y 


19 


9» 


99 


19 


IT 




tf 


17 


99 


•» 


H 


»» 


End 


End 


19 


99 




n 


.19 


99 


f» 


» 


19 


Chambers 


NisiPrius 


End 


it 




» 


21 
26 


>» 


» 


ft 


n 


»9 


9» 


Diyisional 
Oonrt 


n 




n 


n 


» 


It 


99 


99 


19 


>» 


>i 








99 


W 


i» 


»i 


19 


99 


99 


>» 




March. . . 


6 


Commeroial 
list 


»• 


End 


99 


ft 


99 


99 


99 




n 


7 


99 


» 


•• 


Midland 
Cixooit 


I* 


99 


99 


99 




n 


9 
12 


99 




DiTifdonal 
Oonrt 


91 


99 
99 


99 
99 


19 
tl 


19 

End 




n 


14 


9* 


» 


(» 


99 


99 


99 


It 


NisiPrins 




n 
» 


25 

28 






19 


99 

End 


19 
19 


99 

9t 


Central 
Criminal Court 


If 

19 






81 


Nisi PriuB 


»> 


19 
It 


•t 

, Commercial 
LiBt 


19 


It 
91 


Divisional 
Court 

99 


19 
99 




April . . . 


7 1 


M 


» 


»» 


»• 


19 


>i 


19 


91 





The Business of the Courts will be taken in accordance with the Judges^ Resolutions of May 24, 1894. The Judges named to ait 
in Divisional Court will, whenever it becomes necessary, sit at Nisi Prius. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE— QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 



Gbablk J. 



lirUFdiu 



(BLeoiiaiPeta. 
interrening) 



ffitiPrioa 



Yauohah 

WlUiIAllS J. 



OompaiiieB* 

work and 

BAnkroptoy 



Northern 
CHitniit 



End 



Companios' 
woarKaad 
Bankruptcy 



HILARY BIITING8, 1896. 



Lawrahob J. 



DiTuional 
Cknirt 



Ohambon 



Election 
Petitions 



North Eastern 
Cirouit 



End 



Diyisional 
Ooort 



WUGBT J. 



Divisional 
Court 



Oxford Oircuii 



End 



Divisional 
Conrt 



COLLINB J. 



Divisional 
Court 



(Bailway and 

Canal 
Oomfnission 
interyening) 



North Eastern 
Cirouit 



End 



Divisional 
Court 



Bbuob J. 



Election 
Petitions 



(Chambers 
intervening) 



Central 
Criminal Court 

Divisional 
Court 



Central 
Crinunal Conrt 

Divisional 
Court 



KSMNBDT J. 



Divisional 
Court 



Northern 
Circuit 



End 



Divisional 
Court 



BSMABKB. 



Commissioners have been 
appointed togo the Western 
and North Wales Circuits. 



Mr. Justice Yaihih^m 
Williams will be sitting 
at Nisi Prius in the event 
of Bankruptcy and Com- 
panies Cases not being 
ready. 



Until the second week 
in February some of the 
Judges will be engaged on 
Election Petition Business. 



The BusinesB of the Courts will be taken in accordance witii the Judges? Besolutions of May 24, 1894. The Judges named to sit 
in Divisional Court will, whenever it becomes necessary, sit at Nisi Prius. 
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HIGH COURT. OF JUSTICE. 

PBOBATB. DIVOBOB, AND ADMIBALTY DIVISION. 

PROBATE ACTIONS and MATRIMONIAL 0AU8E8 to he Heard emd Tried ai HILARY SITTINGS, 1896. 



Abbbbviations.— P. Probate — D. Diaaolation of Marriage^J.S. Judicial Separation— N. Nullity — ^I. I8sae--B.C.B. Bestitution 

of Conjugal Bighta^A. Act on Petition. 



A IM <^ Oaueee in the order in wMeh they are set down for Triod wQX hepoeied at the Regietry^ Somertet JSomm^ and SuppUmmbd 

Lide wiU he printed from time to time, 

Partiee mud he prepared to try their Oauaee tmk daye aftw ike mume Ka/oe heen est down for TrimL 



Ha 



1 


D. 


2 


D. 


8 


D. 


4 


D. 


5 


D. 


6 





8 

4 
5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 



20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 



30 
31 



D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 

D. 

j.a 

D. 
D. 
D. 

D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 

j.a 

J.S. 

N. 



19 J.8. 



NAME OF GAUBB. 



PABT-HEABD OAUBES. 

NeHoB to he given at Court uiken Partiee are ready to 
proeeed with the fwrther Hear^ o/ikeee Caueee. 

Tomlin V. Tomlin & Dixon 

Healey v. Healey & Sirbtt 

Ndkes V. Nokes & Gelding 

Oradmell v. Cxacknell & Biley .... 

Bonnie v. Bourne & Spreoe 

Wilkins v. WiUdoB orse. Bickard . . . . 



D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 

D. 
D. 
D. 



BEFOBE THE OOUBT ITBELF— UNDE- 
FENDED DIYOBGE. 

Dean v. Dean & Porefaer 
Jones V. Jones & Owen . 
De la Gantraye v. De la Gautraye 
Dntton V. Dutton & Webber • 
Pearce v. Pearce . • . 



Frost V. Froat 
Munoey v. Muncey 
Hancock v. Hancock & Winknp 
Tannton v. Taunton 
Boniface v. Boniface & Catou 



Dowling V. Dowliog & Worcester 
Matthews V. Matthews & Ross 
Deeks v. Decks & Brame 
Coffin vGofSn 
Fisher v. Fisher . 
Hemmington v. Hemming^n. 
Myers v, Myers 
Lindsay v. Lindsay orse. Stewart 

St Bnth V. St. Buth . 

Lofts V. Lolls 

Thornton v, Thornton & Morley 

Smith 17. Smith & Martin 

Wehlan v. Wehlan 

Norman v. Norman 

Wood V. Wood & Bicbards 

Hachlanchan v. Maehlauchan k Best 

BnU V. Bull & Warren . 

Luther v. Luther . 



Brooks V. Brooks & Coulson . 

Chambers v. Chambers, Quinningborough & Hirst 

Lillyman v. Lillyman 



soucrroBs. 



Cannon & Palmer. 
Bordman k Co. 
T. H. PhUpots. 
In Person . . . 
Huxham & Bawlinson. 
Lewis & Lewis 



Maynard ft Son. 
B. Hughes. 



Of^BflspondfliinL 



Plunket ft Leader. 
In Person. 
Maynard ft Son. 



T. A. DennisonftCo. 

Pritchard ft Sons 

Maynard ft Son . . 

Ford ft Ford. 

Griffinhoofe ft Brew- 
ster. 

J.T.Smith . . . 

A. Newton ft Co. 

Cunliffes ft Dayenport 

Lumley ft Lnmley. 

Hamlin, Grammar ft 
Hamlin. 

Allen ft Son. 

Osbom ft Osbocn. 

In Person. 

In Person. 

DcTcreux ft Heiron . i C. W. V. Stewart 

E. G. Watkins. j 
Bnll ft Bull. 
Baker, Blaker ft 

Hawes. 
Norris, Aliens ft 
Chapman. 

F. Hatton. 
S. C. Peters. 
Goldring ft Phillips . 
Wilson ft Wallis . . 
Burgoyne, Watts ft Co. 
T. T. Bickford. 
Hariison ft Davies. 
E. P. Houle. 
Deacon, Gibson ft 

Medcalf. 
Dix ft Warlow. 
Warrlner ft Co. 
Calkin, Lewis ft 

Stokes. 



Lloyd ft Coi 



I 



Wontner ft Sons. 
Bobbins, Billing ft Co. 



Geare, Son ft Pease . 
E. W. L. N. Peter?. 



Geaie,SonftFMi»- 
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D. 
D. 

D. 
D. 
D. 

D. 
D. 

D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 

D. 

D. 
JA. 
JA 

D. 

D. 

D. 

D. 

D. 

D. 

N. 

D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 

D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 

D. 
D. 
D. 
J.8. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 

82 ROB. 

83 D. 

84 D. 

85 D. 

86 D. 

87 D. 

88 D. 

89 D. 

90 D. 

91 D. 

92 R.O.IL 



VAMB OF OAUSK. 



Miuton-Senhoafle v. Minton-Senhoiue 
Horton v, Horton & Hudson . 

Gale V. Gale. 

Polak 9. Polak & BuU . 

FittB«.Fiti8 

Brigden v. Brigdea . . 
Bobinson v. BoDinson • 

Bennett v. Bennett 
Ganod v. Ghurrod ft Steel 
Fletcher v. Fletcher ft Jenkins 
Thimm v. Thimm 
Cole V. Cole .... 
Gledstone v. Gledstone . 

Bishopp 17. Bishopp ft Newman 

Sqoiie v. Sqnire . . • 

Norris v. Norris . 

Yoang 17. Young . 

Brookes v, Brookes 

Stay V. Stay 

Wise 17. Wise ft Golnett 

Thompson v. Thompson ft Jenkins 

Harris v. Harris • 

Nettleton 17. Nettleton . 

Bush V. Bush orse. Daggo 

Viney v. Viney . 

Clegg «. Clegg . 

Clark V. Clark . 

Lee V. Lee .... 

Oliver «. Oliver ft Greenshields 

Kathew v, ICathew ft Bollock 

Shalders 17. Shalders 

Winehoombe v. Winohoombe ft Eatwell 

Giles V. Giles 

Harvey v, Harvey 

Withington v, Withington, Yates and Wheat 

Lookver v. Lookyer • 

Mundy v. Mundy . • 

Towill r. Towill . 

Worsfield «. Woisfield . 
Huster v, Huster . 
Gabriel «. Gabriel 
Charlton «. Charlton . 
Torrance^mith v. Torranoe-Smith 
Paterson v. Paterson 
Chadwick v. Cbadwick ft Cobbett 
Love 17. Love ft Lucas • 
Lawrance v. Lawrance . 
BArland v. Harland 
Benjamin v. Benjamio . 
Stoyle V, Stoyle ft Purvis 
Thrupp V. Thrupp 
Smith v. Smith . 
Fox 17. Fox, Thornton ft Hallas 
Stuart «. Stuart . 
Strevens v. Strevens 

Jones V, Jones ft Lancaster • 
Thome v, Thome 
Johnson v. Johnson ft Boberts 
MicbeU v. Michell ft BeU . 
Taylor v. Taylor ft Walker 
Beauclerk v, Beauderk • 



A Supplemental List will be taken 25th March. 
See Term Card. 



SOLICITORS. 



FlAlntUTs. 



A. B. ft H. Steele . 
Wynne, Baxter ft 

Keeble. 
Sismey ft Sismey. 
Lewis ft Lewis. 
G.M. Light . . . 

Philpin ft Davies. 
Calkin, Lewis & 

Stokes. 
Torr ft Co. 
G. Jason Phillips. 

B. H. Waldron. 
Gusootte ft Fowler. 
MiDshaU ft Oo. 
Pritchard ft Engle- 

fleld. 
Heather ft Sons. 
F. F. Palmer. 
Crowders ft Vizard . 

D. A. Bomain . • 
Charles Capron. 
Wood, Bigg ft Nash. 

C. J. Algar. 
Osbom ft Osbom 
Osbom ft Osbom. 

E. T. Fox. . . . 
Clayton, Sons ft Far- 



gvs. 
CFlfa 



Fitch. 

Godwin ft Chater. 

John Haynes . . 

Guedella ft Cross 

Norris ft Son . . . 

Morten, Cutler ft Co. 

C. O.Pook . . . 

T^rry, Sherlock ft 
King. 

BuskftMellor. 

Lewis ft Lewis . . 

Child ft Norton . . 

W. H. Armstrong. 

T. H. Philpots. 

Preston, Stow ft Pres- 
ton. 

Lewis ft Lewis. 

C. V. Young. 

Bums, Churchill ft Co. 

Dod, Longstaffe ft Ca 

W. G. Glasier 

Saw ft Sod. 

Collyer-Bristow ft Co. 

G. B. Grant ft Ca 

Bowcliffes, Bawle ft Co. 

Bowcliire8,Bawle ft Co. 

J. W. Stocker. 

T. E Peet 

Lewis ft Lewis . . 

Goodale & Hobson. 

Creek ft Homby Porter. 

H. B. Newson. 

Gedge, Kirby ft Mil. 
lett. 

W. H. Curtis. 

C. E. Oscar Walker. 

B. White. 

Indermaur ft Brown. 

Indermaur ft Brown. 

Lewis ft Lewis. 



Deftndant'8. 



J. B. Pakeman. 



Stanley, Woodhouse ft 
Oo. 



Stevens, Bawtree ft 
Stevens. 



0. P. Pritchard. 
E. Jennings. 



J. J. Harlow. 
Torr, Gribble ft Co. 



T. B. B. Apps. 
Lumley ft Lumley. 
E. T. Batcliff . . 

Gibson, Ussher ft Co. 



Elgood ft Moyle. 
Maynard ft Son. 



H. Brown 



Yeoft Co. 



Ofr-Bespoodent's. 



E. T. Batoliir. 



Thorowgood ft Co. 
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V*. 



2 


D. 


3 


P 


4 


D 


5 


D. 


6 


D. 


7 


D. 


8 


D. 


9 


D. 


10 


J.8. 



12 



16 



VAICB OF OIUSB. 



COMMON JUBIBS. 
Schaessler v, Sohuessler, Harding & Bedford • 



Trimmings v. Trimmings & Goddard 

Bella V. Ball & anr. 

Smith V. Smith & Newman . 

Leeds v. Leeds & Large . 

Fairholm v. Fairholm, Ck)xon & Barks 

Hamilton v, Hamilton & Andrews . 

Davies v, Davies & Lewis • 

Millis V. Millis ft Brown 

HoUot r. Hollot .... 



11 D. i Pemberton v, Pemberton, Thwaites & Robinson 



D. 



13 
14 


D. 


15 


D. 


16 


D. 


17 

18 
19 
20 


D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 


21 
22 


D. 
P. 


23 
24 


D. 
D. 


25 


N. 


26 


D. 


27 


D. 



Jefirey 9. Jeffrey, Wolfenden & ors. 



Hewitt V. Hewitt & Davis 
Moore v. Moore & Moore 



jWyattr. Wyatt . 
iWyattv. WyattA Joel 
Wright V. Wright . 



Borkhardt v. Barkhardt & Politadhi 
Bams V, Bams & Barraball . 

I Moalton v. Moalton, Pralet & Sibley 

1 Light V. Light & Taunton 



Fishlock V. Fishloek & Paternoster 
Williams v. Thomas 



Millwood 17. Millwood & Fry . 
I De Stedingk v. De Stedingk (Co wen cited) 

i Wilson V. Wilson orse. Gurney 
;/Bakert7. Baker .... 

\ Baker V. Baker & Fitt .... 
Evans v. Evans & Bandman . 



! And Causes set down in time to be heard before 
the 7th of Febraary. See Term Card. 



1 


P. 


2 


D. 


3 


P. 


4 


P. 


5 


D. 


6 


P. 


7 


P. 


8 


D. 


9 


D. 


10 


D. 


11 


P. 


12 


D. 


13 


J.S. 


14 


J.S. 


15 


D. 



BBFOBB THE COURT ITSELP-DBFBNDBD. 

Lewis V, Lewis . 

Pedroza v. Pedroza & Cratwell 

Brighten v. Hedges 

Benson v. King & ors. . 

Savoury v. Savonry 

Attwater v, Norton 

Hancock & ors. v. New Hospital for Women 

Rosenbaam v. Rosenbanm & lohocovitch . 
Seekins v. Seekins & Adams . « . 
Wilks t. Wilks & Qonld 

Rogers v. Le Coq orse. Da Domain & anr. 
Abecasis v. Abeoasis . . , . 

Clark V. Clark 

Tonng V, Yoang ..... 
Stoneman «. Stoneman, Pally & Day « 

Thorongood v, Thorougood & Power 



8OLICIT0B8 



PlalntUrs. 



Greenwoods 



F. George. . . . 

E. Bogue .... 
Smiles ft Co. . . . 

F. A. K. Doyle . . 
Le Richeft Stephens. 
Douglas, Norman & 

Co. 
P. Brooke. . . . 
W. B. Glasier . . 
Wilson, Wallis & Co. 

A. T. Plant . • . 



James & James 



Fielder ft Fielder . 
Stibbard, Gibson ft 
Co. 



DeHmdantriL 



J. Rixworthy ft Stroud 



Brown ft Co. 
Riddell, Vaizey ft Co. 
Indermaar ft Brown. 



W.ftW.StookenftCo. 
Rose. Innes, Son ft 

Crick. 
J.C.ftH.Scott . . 

|E. K. Taylor. 
A. Newton. 
D. A. Romftin. 
Field, RoBooe ft Co. 
iHillearys. 
S. Myers. 
Dennison ft Co. . . 



E. Le Voi ... 

Smith, Fawdon ft 

Low. 
Bell, Brodrick & Gray. 
Torr, Gribble ft Co. . 
W. Butcher . . . 
Halses, Trastram ft 

Co. 
Firth ft Co. . . . 
T.White ft Sons. . 



F. F. Palmer . . 
H. Fitz Paine. 

Law ft Worssam. 



C. W. V. Stewart 
Lumley ft Lumley 

Law & WoTssam . 
T. D. Dutton 
Taylor ft Son. . 



I Wedlake, Letts ft 
I Wedlake. 
! H. W. Prebble. 
I Cannon ft Son . . 

i E. Betterley. 
Monro ft Slack . . 



J. RixwnthyftflW 

for Harding. 
Arthur Blott 

RiddeU^Yalf^ftO). 
Indermaar & BnwB. 



In Person. 



J. C. ft ttSeott/»; 

Thwaites. i 



Dennison ft C<\ 

rRussell ft JiiM^ 
\ for Joel. 



F. F.Payne/or PniiL 

G. KebbeU. 



Eemble ft Ga /or 
Cowen. 

A. Wood ft Co. 
Watson ft W. 



T. White ft Sons . . 

J. Bartlett . . . 

J. O. Gosling • . 

Bensons ft Co. . . 
I Sole, Turner ft Knight 
I A. E. Copp . . . 
I Scadding ft Bodkin . 

I In Person. • . . 
I H, Kerby .... 
! Gibson, Weldon ft 
Bilborough 

Hind ft Co. . . . 

Lewis ft Lewis . « 

Law ft Worssam • . 

Lewis ft Lewis . . 

Pritcbard, Eoglefield 
ft Co. 

Norris, Aliens ft Chap- 



A. Jonas. 
A. Myers. 
Crowders ft Vizard. 
G. C. Topbam. 
H. I. Sidney. 
Mason ft Soper. 
Clarkson, Greenwells 
ft Co. 



F. Hatton. 
R. White. 

F. W. Henry. 
Iq Person. 

Church, Rendell ft Co. 
H. A. Farman. 
Belfrage ft Co. ". . 

Nordon ft Co. , . 



I In Person. 



Hiffe, Henley A S»M 

for Day. 
Nordon ft Co. 
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HAMK OF OAUBB. 



Kleinwort v. Eleinwort & Henry 
Watson one. Greeley v, Watson 
Oay V. Qtkj . . • • 
Rose V. Bose 

Crawford «. Oiawford & Salt . 
Band v. Rand 
Harrison «. Harrison . 
Parker v. Parker & Lawrence 
Shrimpton v. Savage & ors. . 



Inwards v. Inwards 

Hackett v. Hackett ft Lechmere 

Onlling V. Galling & Nicholson 



Blamires v. Blamires . 
Abraham orse. EUaway v, Abraham 



Tompenny v. Tnmponny 
Bass V. Baas & Matthews 
Bobb V. Bobb, Dickinson & Johnson 



Oldroyd v, Oldroyd 

Thompson, M. M. v. Thompson, C. W. 

Carter «. Carter .... 

Laj -ton V, Layton & Beatt 

Jeroon «. Jerson . 

Millington «. Ulmsoheider 

Bradban v. Bradban 

Hariia «. Davis .... 



Mannock v. Mannock & Worthen (cited) 

Carter v. Carter . • . • 

Minns v. Grinycr & Wood 

Olasaon & Glasson v. Glasson & Glasson] 

Byles & ors. v. Cox & Cox 

Dickson v. Dickson 

Hsjiford V. Hanford & Jenkin 



Taylor v. Taylor, Chadbnm and Simpson 
Wilkinson «. Gardner .... 

Williams & Williams v. Homes 
Woolhoose V. Bobinson .... 
Warrior r. Warrior (Queen's Procter shewing 



Beid V. Beid 

Harris v. Sorrell 

Austin V. Baker 

Palmer v. Palmer ft Bandall . 

Dyson v. Dyson, Mullen, T. and Mnllen, J. 
Whincup r. Whitehead .... 
Addis V. Morris 

Crisp V. Crisp 

Milsom V. MUsom & Fumess (Queen's Proctor shew- 
ing cause) 
Davles Evans v, Lloyd ...... 



cauee). 



Jones ft Pefrce v. Delmar 
Wood V. Wood ft Shaw . 



Johns V. Johns, Kenney, Pond and Gardner 

Bonsor v. Bonsor 

Smith V. Smith 

jOrowe r. Crowe 

\Crowe V. Crowe ft Ingle 



:) 



SOLIdTOBS. 



FUlntlirk 



B. Webb . . . . 

Lewis ft Lewis . . 
Field, Bosooe ft Co. . 
Bums, Churchill ft Co. 
Field, Boacoe ft Co. . 
Field, Boscoo ft Co. 
Maynard ft Sons . . 
Smiles ft Co. . . . 
Andrew Wood ft Co. 



DefendAol's. 



I 
ft • 



A Supplemental List will be taken 25th March. 
Ree Term Card. 



Leslie ft Hardy . 
Day, BuBsell ft Co. 
Brown, Bingrose 

Lightbody 
G.F.Bell . . . 
Stevens, Bawtrce ft 

Stevens 
Willis Shore . . . 
In Person . . . ' 
Hamlio, Grammer ft 

Hamlin 
Patersons, Snow ft Co. 
Firth ft Co. . . . 
T. D. Dutton . . 
Stattard ft Turner . 
F. Howse .... 
Smiles ft Co. 
Howard ft Atherton . 
Taylor, Hoaro ft 

Pitcher. 
Firth ft Co. . . . 

D. A. Bomain . • 
A. B. O. Lowndes . 
W. B. Fairbrother . 
Twisden ft Co. . . 
Andrew ft^'Fawous . 
Bidden, 'Vaizey ft 

Smith. 
Bobins, Hay ft Co . 
J. F. H. MaUhews . 

TorrftCo 

Trass ft Jarmain 
WilliamaoD, Hill ft 

Co. 
Minshalls ft Co. . • 
Bridges ft Co. . . 
W. E Aldis . . . 
Tany, Sherlock ft 

King 
Badford ft Frankland 
Peacock ft Gk)ddard . 
Field, Bosooe ft Co. . 

A. W.W.Holt . . 

F. Marriott ft Co. 

Grieg, Meikd ft 
Briggs 

Warren ft Co. . . 

W. Calley. . . . 

Bell, Brodrick ft 
Gray. 

Lewis ft Lewis . . 
Stanley, Evans ft Co. 
Ellis, ; Hutchinson ft 
Co. :* 



C. Godfrey Pritchard 
G. F Jones. 
Crowders ft Vizard. 
J. B. Smith. 
H. Clarkson ft Son. 
Iliffe, Henley ft Co. 
Clinton ft Co. 
Starling ft Co. 
Marsden, Hewitt ft 

Urquhart. 
A J. Harman. 
W. H. Armstrong. 
Lewis ft Lewis . . 

L. Walters. 
Preston, Stow ft Pres- 
ton. 
W. J. CoUens. 
In Person. 
Torrand ft Co. • . 

Vincent ft Vincent. 
Abrahams ft Co. 
E. T. Bickett3. 
Maynard ft Son. , 

Le Brasseur ft Bowen. 

C. Everett ; 

H. B. Beoher. j 

Bower ft Co. . • , \ 

J. Evans. | 

H. Sowton. I 

Bowdiffes, Bawle ft Co. ; 
In defieiult. i 

Vallance ft Vallanoe. \ 



Oo-B^spoDdent'B. 



C. Godfrey Piitohard. 



Soames ft Co. 



Hind ft Bobinson 
Johnson. 



for 



Filth & Co. /or party 
cited. 



White ft Sens. 



T. B. Kent. | 

W. P. Ncal. , 

Jaqnes ft Co. t 

Andrew, Wood ft Co. t 



Alexander ft Co. { 

Beep, Lane ft Co. 
In default. ' 

MartelU. 

i F. Hatton. j 

< Le Riche ft Stephens. 

, H. L. PhUpots. 

i /Paddison ft Son. ' 

I \De la Chapelle. > 



Nelson ft Son. 

Jail, Godfrey ft Co. 
Badford ft Frankland 

Bidden, Vaizey ft Co. 

Marshall ft Msrshall. 
W. P. NeaL 



Badford ft Frankland. 
Biddell, Vaizey ft Co. 

for Kenuey and 

Gardner. 
R.White /or Pond. 
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Na 



1 


D. 


2 


j.a 


3 


J.8. 


4 


p. 


5 


p. 


6 


p. 


7 


D. 


8 


P. 


9 


D. 


10 


iD. 


n 


P. 



12 

18 
14 



P. 

P. 
D. 



NAMB OF CAU8BL 



SPECIAL JURIES. 



Haynes r. Haynes & Sheldon. 
Mayhew v. Mayhew 
Cleave v. Cleave . 



Procter v. Procter .... 

Moran v. Place A ore 

Kimber v. Timber .... 

Cochrane v. Cochrane, Johnson and Hampton 



Bamea ft on. v, Barnes 
Bratt V. Bratt ft Wallis . 



Dearbeiig v. Dearberg ft Modigliani 
Wand ft Partridge v. Wand ft Wand 



Norris ft or8.V Stanley ft ors. . • 

Britton v. Skene ft Stone intervening 
Hoghes V. Hughes (Benison cited) • 

And Causes set down in time to be heard before 
the 24th March. See Term Card. 



80UCIT0BS. 



Pblntirs. 



Child ft Norton . . 

J. G. Dalzell . . . 
Taylor, Son ft Ham- 

bert 

Pitman ft Sons • . 

T. C. Snmmerhays . 

H.W. Ohnstmas. . 

Withers ft Withers . 

Clapham, Fitch ft Co. 
A. Newton ft Co. 

Lewis ft Lewis. 
PatersooB, Snow ft Co. 



West, King. Adams ft 
Co. 

Brooks, Jenkins ft Co. 
Tippetts .... 



DefeikUmfs. 



W. H. Smith . . . 
T. W. Rogers. 
Gnsootte, wadham ft 

Co. 
G. A.HaU. 
Stibbard, Gibson ft Co. 
Todd, Demons ft Lanb. 
Charles Robinson 

Chester ft Hovenden. 
Tyrell, Lewis ft Broad- 
bent. 

Smith. Fawdon ft 
Low. 

IRowcliffes,Ra«le ft Co. 
G. L. Itfatthews. 
Longboume, Stevens 
Co. 
/Crawley ft Ca 
\Collyer-Bristow ft Co. 
Gamlen ft Bordett. 



0»-] 



W. H. Smith. 



Charles Bobinsoa f<tr 
Hampton. 

Nichdls9n, Giaham k 
Co. 



SUMMARY OF PROBATE ACTIONS AND MATRIMONIAL CAUSES. 

Causes before Coort itself— Undefended 92 

Common Juries 27 

Oausesbeftxre Court itself— Defended 69 

Special Juries ....•..•.•• 14 

Total Actions and Causes Si02 



MATRIMONIAL CAUSES standing oyer by Consent or otherwise, or stayed by order : To be replaced in the List of Oanses foT 
hearing on the Petitioner giTing Ten days' Notioe in writing to the other parties for whom an appearance has been enteied, 
and filing a Copy of snoh Notice in the Registry.- - 



Ha. 



1 


/J.S. 


2 


D. 


8 


j.a 


4 


D. 


5 


R.C.R. 


6 


D. 


7 


D. 


8 


D. 


9 


J.& 


10 


D. 


11 


D. 


12 


J.S. 


13 


D. 


14 


J.8. 


15 


D. 


16 


D. 


17 


D. 


18 


D. 


19 


j.a 


20 R.C.R. 



irAU OF OAUSI. 



(order) 



Gothaid V. Gothard 

Gotbaid V. Gothard ft Wolf 

Greenwood v. Greenwood 

Aduns «. Adams . 

Burrows v. Burrows ft Normington 

Burley o. Burley • 

Swan V, Swan • . • 

Jeiferies v. Jefferies 

Ford V, Ford ft Zimelli . 

Henry v. Henry • • • 

Thomas v, Thomas ft Evans . 

Pilling V. Pilling . 

Henshaw v. Henshaw . 

Cowley V. Cowley ft McCarthy 

Grove v. Grove .... (defdl order) 

Waddington v, Waddiiu;ton . (stay secy^ (undefd.) 

McLean v, McLean ft Ghardner C.J. (stay order) 

Juggins V, Juggins, Hughes and Potter • 

C.J. (stay secy.) 
Colliok V. CbUiok ft Phillips (orse. Lewis) 

C.J. (stay order) 

PhiUipsv. Phillips 

Noble V. N'>ble (stay secy.) 



(commission) 
(defd. order) 
(defd. order) 
(defd.) (stay secy.) 
fstay secy.) 
(defd. order^ 
(defd. order ) 
(defd. order) 



(undefd. order) 



FeUtloner's. 



A. W. Thomas . . 

Alfred R.Gery • . 
S. G. Warner. 

C. Robinson ft Co. . 

J. P. Cliadwick . . 

Grossman & Co. . • 

F. Deakin. . . . 

Hicklin ft Ca . . 
Montagu Scott ft Co. 

Fraser ft Co. . . • 

C. Robinson ft Co. . 
L. Kirkman. 

Bell ft Co. • . . 

y. Thomasset. • . 

W. T. Harrey . . 

E. Clarke. . . . 

S. P.Nash . . . 

Smith ft Co. . . . 

Smiles ft Co. . . . 



T. Beard ft Sons. 
French ft Lewis • 



SOUOITOBS. 



Alfred R. Gery. 

A. W. Thomas . . 

F. Freke Palmer. 
Andrew Wood ft Co.. 
A.C. Derham. 
Smith ft Co. 
A. G. Ditton. 
Coode&Co. 
R. B. Coe. 
Wainwright ft Co. 

ArkcoU ft Co. 
Fielder ft Co. 
W. Smee. 
E. Shalless. 
Hughes ft Co. . . 
Brownlow ft Howe . 

Riddel1,yaizeyftCo. 

L.RawUns. 
Crowders ft Vizard. 



Hack ft Morris. 



Andrew Wood ft Oob 



Hughes ft Co. 
Brownlow ft Hoire 

/or Potter. 
Biddell,VaiEeyftOo^ 
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29 



21 D. 
28 J.S. 
» D. 
24 D. 
25RaB. 
26 D. 



27 
28 
29 
90 
31 
32 
S3 



D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 



34 M. 

85 D. 

36 D. 
37B.C.R. 

38 D. 

33 D. 

40 D. 

41 D. 



42 
48 

44 

45 



D. 

D. 

D. 
D. 



46 D. 
47 

48 D. 

49 J.8. 

50E.C.B. 
51 J8. 



52 
58 

51 

55 
56 
57 

58 
50 
00 



D. 
D. 
D. 

D. 
D. 
D. 

D. 
D. 
D. 



HAMK OF CAUSK 



Frith r. Frith & Price . 
Lardner v. Lardner 
Belfv. Self . 
Alexander v, Alexander 
Bntterwortli v. Bntterworth 
Fuller V. Fnller • 
Hogben o. Hogben ft Lyons 
Edwardf v. Edwards & Cony 
Oontts V. Ooutts ft Kelly 
Maldowney v. Mnldowney 
Bioknell v. BiokneU ft Foote 
Bose V. Bose ft White . 
Puiook V. Parrock ft Taylor 
Bogen V. Bogers . 
Smith V. Smith . 
Little V. LitUe . 
Street V. Street . 
Parker v. Parker ft Lawrence 
Lowndes «. Lowndes ft Scott 
Dann «. Dann ft Qee . 
Bull V. Boll ft Wilson . 



Wooding V. Wooding ft Fensome 

Morton v. Morton ft Mahs 

Boihwell «. Bothwell & Jones 
Patterson v. Patterson ft Edmondson 



Tremlett r. Tremlett . 
Keller v. Keller . 
Arnold v. Arnold . 
Hansen «. Hansen 

PhilUps V. PhiUips 
Bnmnp «. Bnmnp • 

Dwyer v. Dwyer ft Hazeldine 
Ckntello v. Oantello ft Crosby 
Brodridk v. Brodriok • 

Bird V. Bird ft Jadkins 
Moore «. Moore 
Oooke V. Cooke ft Hall . 



Bntterworth v. Bntterworth . 
May V. May, Symons ft Fletcher 
Arbathnot v. Arbnthnot ft Mills 



(stay secy, 



(stay secy. 

(stay secy. 

(stay secy, 

(stay secy, 
(order^ 

(stay secy. 

(btay secy, 
(order] 
(order] 

(stay com. 
(order] 
(order; 

(order] 
(stay order] 
(Older] 



SOUCTTOBa 



Petit'oner'i. 



C. L. W. Nicholson . 
FutToye ft Co. . . 
Hood BaiTS ft Co. 
Harris ft Chitham. 
Colyer ft Colyer . . 
A. S. C. Doyle . . 
Wilkinson ft Son 

F. A. BndaU . . . 
Dix ft Warlow . . 
Stoneham ft Son . . 
Templeton ft Co. 
Ward,Perksft McKay. 
In Person • . . 
Bolton ft Co. . . . 
A. G. Ellis • . . 
ChnrohftCo.. . . 
A. W.Mills . . . 
Smiles ft Co. . . 
Field, fiosooe ft Co. . 
Robert Jenkins . 
Priori Chnroh ft 

Adimis. 
J. B. Ockleshaw- 

Johnson. 
Lewis ft Lewis 

J. Hands .... 
Wynne, Holme ft 

Wynne 
J. Greenfield . . . 
Maynard ft Son. 
Ford ft Ford. 
Bell, Brodriok ft Gray 

Forth ft Co. . . • 
Dixon, Weld ft 

DixoQs 
J. A. Bartrum . . 
W. M WiUoooks* . 
Lnmley ft Lunley . 

C. Bobinson ft Co. . 

G. ft H. Brandon ft Co. 
Meredith ft Co. . . 

Wilson, Wallis ft Co. 
H. C. Hardy . . . 
Francis, Johnson ft Co. 



SefpoDdcfDi's. 



C. W. V. Stewart. 
Flegg ft Son. 



G. H. Steinberg. 
C. W. V. Stewart 
C. W. V. Stewart. 
Greenop ft Sons . . 
Wontner ft Sons. 
Saxelby ft Fanlkner. 
Preston ft Co. 
P. J. Bntland . . 
Maynard ft Sod. 
Law ft Worssam. 
Marriott ft Co. 
Talbot ft Qnayle. 
Chamberlayne ft Short. 
Starling ft Co. 
Bowcliffes ft Co. • . 
L. W. Byrne. 
Speechly, Mnmford ft 

Co. 
Neve ft Beck. 

Harwood ft Stephen- 
son 

M. Nordon. 

Leggatt, Babinstein 
ftCo. 

Odbjrn ft Osbom. 



Downing, Holman ft 

Co. 
T. Benhsm. 
Campbell, Beeres ft 

Hooper. 
Crowders ft Vizard . 
J. Hay ward • • • 
Bobbins, Billing ft 

Co. 
Lewis ft Lewis • . 
Foster ft Co. 
Hamlin, Grammer ft 

Co. 
F. Deakiss. 
E. Swain. 
A. Newton ft Co. 



C. J. Brocklesby. 



Vandam ft Terry. 



R. White. 

Speechly, Mnmford ft 
Co. 



Huntington ft Leaf. 



Crowders ft Yiaurd. 
J. Hayward. 

j 

I Lewis ft Lewis. 



I 



COURT OF APPEAL AND HIGH COURT OP JUSTICE— CHANCERY DIVISION. 



HILARY BITTINGa, 1896. 



BOTA OF BBGISTBARS IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUING WEEK. 



Dua. 


AmuL 
Oorar n. 


Ml. Josnca 
Obrtt. 


Ma. Jusnoi 
Mom. 


Mb. JiTsxioa 
Snauva. 


Ma. Jurigb 


Mb. Josnca 


lUn. 


»-%. J«. « 


Mr. Wart 


Mr.Okm«B 


Mr.Oodftiy 


Mr. Bolt 


Mr.UTie 


Mr.Pugh 


Monday. 


Jan. 13 


'^-V .Ml 


n FMabttton 


,. JsAioa 


,. Uaeh 


„ FuiMr 


„ GarrliigtoB 


n Baal 


Tncadaj 


.. U' 


▼•*Hidaj „ 15 J 


n Want 


„ dOWM 


„ Gcdfr«y 


M Bolt 


.. Lavla 


. P»gh 


Wednesday 


.. w 


*«>i*V - !• 


„ FnlMrtoa 


,. Jaitaoa 


.. Uach 


„ VtoBMT 


„ OarringlOB 


« Baal 


Thvndaj 


H !• 


«» „ «; 


- Ward 


„ Ooww 


M Godftej 


„ Bolt 


„ LsTla 


. P-«li 


Friday 


n " 


•— . .., 


r., FMBlMrtoD 


M JMkioa 


M LMMdl 


n Fam«r 


,. Carrtiigtoa 


.. Baal 


Saturday 


,. w 



%• Tk» Sa$Ur VtueUion w%a comm0itet oa Fride^, Ac 3rd day qf April, and twminate oa TutsUf, tJUIthdag qf JprU, 18M. both dajft iiielM<«f. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

PEOBATE, DIVOEOB, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 



ABU IE ALT Y.^EILAE Y SITTINGS, 1896. 



ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 



10 



15 



20 



25 



Ship "Alarm" (Liverpool District Registry) 

n ** Alexander Yeats" 

„ "Alvabado" • 

„ "Balmuib** 

„ "Barrow" 

„ *«Bbarn" 

„ ** Blabvet " 

„ " BBrFTANT " 

„ •* City of Tbubo *' 

„ " Condor " 

„ «* Croft" 

„ •« CrOS -OWEN " 

„ "Cyqnet" 

„ •* Diamond * 

„ "Drum bock" 

„ •• duosess of edinbubah " 

„ " EOLIFSB " 

„ "Elictba" 

„ ••Fblbhidgb" 

„ " FOSOOLINO " 

„ "Franob" 

», ** Germanic " (Liverpool District Registry) 

„ "Glen Rosa" 

„ "Hansa** 

„ ••Hartside" j 



30 



35 



40 



45 



49 



Ship •« Henrt Mobton " 

„ « Hopper "No. 2 

„ "Imbro" 

„ *' James Tubpie" 

„ "KoiKA- 

„ " Kbaoebo " 

„ " Lady Abmbtrono " 

„ ** Lotus" 

„ ** lilOHAEL EIbLBT " 

„ " MlNBRYA " 

„ •• Monster " (Liverpool District Registiy) 

„ "Norway" 

„ «*Rioja" 

„ "R W.Boyd" 

„ «*Rona" 

„ " sohaldib " 

„ "Bmidt" 

„ *'Starlinq" 

„ " Stepakia " 

„ " SWANLAND " 

„ ** San Domingo " 

„ "Vale" 

„ " Violantb " 

„ "Winstanley" 



APPEALS TO THE DIVISIONAL COURT. 

Ship ''Ambbose" 
- "Proceed." 



SUMMARY.— Aotkms for Trial • • « 49 ; Appeals to Divisional Court • 



2^Total • 



.5L 



MxHOBANDUM.— No Complete List of Aotioiis to be tried in this Division dnring Hilary Sittings can be given in advanoe^MtiiBiiiiAl 
and order in which they will be tried are necessarily dependent upon the presence in this Country of Seafaring WitneaM «Ml 
movements are unavoidably uncertain. The List will ttierefore be subject to alterations and additions. 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 

John Fardell and Philip Canning (Fardell & Canning), Solicitors, 
Mitre Chambers, Temple, by mutual consent as from Nov. 15, 1895. 
The business will in future be carried on by Philip Joseph Canning 
alone under the firm of Fardell & Canning. 

Samuel Field, Mark Field, and Arthur McDonall Hannay (Field, 
Son, & Hannay), Solicitors, Liverpool, by efiSuxion of time as from 
Dec. 31, 1895. 

William Johns Gray and LofLus Dacre Tottenham (Gray k Totten- 
ham), Solicitors, Finsbury Circus Buildings, by mutual consent as from 
Dec. 25, 1895. 

John Henry James, Romer Williams, Henry Ashworth James, and 
Archibald Herbert James (Williams & James), Solicitors, Norfolk 
House, Thames Embankment, Dec. 31, 1895, dissolved by mutual 
consent so far as regards John Henry James and Henry Ashworth 
James. 

Harry James Lewis and Herbert Huntley Boome (Lewis & Boome)^ 
Solicitors, 55 and 56, Chancery Lane, and 9a, Sackville Street, by 
mutual consent as from Dec. 14, 1895. 



' Edward Holme Woodcock and James John Penny (Woodcock I 
Penny), Solicitors, Southport and Wigan, Lancaster, by mntoal crt 
sent as from Dec 31, 1895, the said James John Penny rotizing. 1^ 
business will in future be carried on by Edward Holme Woodeook 



APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Henry Cecil Geare (Geare, Son & Pease), Solicitor, 57, LiiM^ 
Inn Fields, W.C., has been appointed a Perpetual Cemmifliatf ■ 
taking Acknowledgments of Married Women, and also s GoaRtf 
sioner for Oaths for the Colony of New Zealand, and for Ut' 
Allahabad, and North-Westem Provinces, India. 

Mr. Edgar Rainier Ratcliffe, Ryde, Isle of Wight, SoUcitor, htf ^ 
appointed a Commissioner to Administer Oaths in the SnpX^ 
Court of Judicature in England. 

Dec. 27. The Queen has been pleased to appoint Mr. Stephen Qff4 
Bale, Barristcr-at-Law, to be one of the Judges of the Higb ^ 
of Judicature at Fort William, in Bengal, in the plaee of Ht J*^ 
Norris, Q.C., who has been permitted to resign his office. 
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COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



PBOSPEOT0S OF IiECTUHEa AISID OLASOBB 

DUBIKG 

BILABY EDUCATIONAL TERM, 1896. 



CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (ENQLISH AND COLONIAL) 
AND LEQAL HISTORY. 

B^dtT J. P. Walub, Esq. 

Daring Hilary Term the BaunB proposes to oondnde the last 
TennTs Course by dealing with Remedies against the Grown and its 
serrants, and then to deliver Leotores and hold Classes on the follow- 
ing subjects: — 

LEGAL HISTORY. 

L Anglo-Sazoa Law— The Local Courts and the Curia Regis-- 
Evolution of the Courts of Common Law. 

IL The King's Writ— Growth and Sources of the Common Law. 

IIL The Respective Jurisdictions of the Common Law Courts- 
Early avU Procedure— Real Actions— Contraofr— Tort— Trial 
by Jury— Nisi Prius. 

17. Early Criminal Law and Procedure— The Justices of Assize. 
Y. The King in Council and in Parliamopt— Early History of 
Eouity— The House of Lords and Privy Council. 

YL The Process of the Laws of England. 

YH. The Existing Distribution of Judicial Powers. 

If time permits, the Rbadbb will also deliver Lectures and hold 
OhsBeson— 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. 

I The Province of Constitutional Law— The Law and Custom of 
the Constitution— Written and Unwritten, Flexible and 
Rigid Constitutions, 
n. The Sovereignty of Parliament. 

In his classes the RiADm will also deal with the early History of 
the Constitution. 

Hie ibst Lecture will be delivered on Thursday, 16th January, at 
3 o^dock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour on 
lubsequent Thursdays. 

The first Class will be held on Friday, 17th January^t 8 (/dock, 
aad tiie subsequent Classes on Tuesdays at S o'clock, Thursdays at 
11 oTckwk, and Fridays at 3 o'clock. 



ROMAN LAW AND JURISPRUDENCE AND INTER- 
NATIONAL LAW— PUBLIC AND PRIVATE. 

Reader W. A. Huhtbb, Esq. 

JMittant Reader • . J. E C. Munbo, Esq. 

During HUary Term the Rbadbb proposes to deliver Lectures 
and bold Classes as follows : — 

SENIOR LECTURES. 

L The History of the Family as a Legal Institution- Marriage- 
Married Women's Property— The Status of Children. 
H. The History of Proj)erty— Things Capable of Ownership- 
Forms of Ownership, (Jonveyanoes, Miortgages, &o. 
HL The History of Contracts. 
lY. The History of Inheritance, Wills, and Legacies. 

In the Senior Class, the Readeb will discuss the history of the 
Bomsn Law and Constitution, Roman Law of Possession,*' Contract, 



and (with more minuteness) the Law of Sale. The Rbadbb will refer 
to the works of Mr. Mackintosh and Mr. Moyle on the Law of Sale, 
and Hunter's '* Roman Law." 

JUNIOR LECTURES. 

L TvidoL, 
II. Owa, 

ni. The Roman Law of Torts— Wrongs to persons (Iniwriok), 
IV. &V. Wrongs to Property— Furtum, Yi bonorum raptorum, 
damnum, injuria. 
YL Quasi-Delicts. 

The AoBiSTABT Rbadbb will, in his Class, discuss in detail those 
portions of the Institutes of Justinian that bear (1) on the Law of 
Wills, with special reference to the form of wills, the requisites of 
wills, legacies, trusts, and codicils, (2) ObUgationes ex Contractu. 

The first Senior Lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, 15th 
January, at 10 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the 
same hour on subsequent Wednesdays. 

The first Senior Class will be held on Thursday, 16th January, at 
12 o'clock; and the subsequent Senior Classes at the same hour on 
Tuesdays and Thursdays. 

The first Junior Lecture will be delivered on Friday, 17th January, 
at 10 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same 
hour on subsequent f^days. 

The first Junior Class will be held on Monday, Idth January, at 
10 o'clock, and the subsequent Junior Classes on Tuesdays at 11 o'clock, 
and Satoidays and Mondays at 10 o'clock. 



THE LAW OP REAL AND PERSONAL PROPERTY AND 
CONVEYANCING. 



Reader . . . 
AsiMani Reader 



Sib H. W. Elphihstonb, Babt. 
JoHir Gbbt, Esq. 



During Hilary Term the Rbadbb and As0i8TA2n:>^RBADBB propose to 
deliver Lsctures and hold Classes on the following subjects : — 

SENIOR. 

I. Explanation of what a deed is— Analysis of typical form of 
deed showing the use of the different clauses. 

II. Deeds take effect from delivery, not from date— Effect of 
simultaneous deeds in the same transaction being dated or 
delivered in the wrong order. 

III. Parties— Importance of evidence as to identity of parties in 

perusiog abstracts — Indentures ^Deeds poll. 

IV. Execution of deeds— Powers of Attorney. 

V. Recitals— Frame of — Narrative —Introductory — Effect of 
discrepancy from operative 'parts— Importance of accuracy 
— ^Estoppel by. 
VI. Consideration — Good— Valuable— Absent 
VIL Operative words — What proper in different cases— EfBsct of 

using improper — Parcels. 
VIII. General Words^Easements — ^Profits h prendre, 
IX. Estate clause— Habendum— Use of— Where discrepant from 

premises. 
X. Limitations of various natures — Uses. 

XI. Powers of various natures, operating at Common Law, under 
the Statute of Uees, under any other Statute, or in Equity 
only. 
XIL Distinction between conveyances operating under the Statute 
of Uses and those that do not — Transmutation of possession 
— Explanation of conveyances of freeholds of every nature 
found in abstracts. 
XHL Assignments of leaseholds. 
XIV. Covenants, including covenants implied by law. 
XV. Covenants running with land or with the reversion— Pur- 
chasers' covenants. 
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JUNIOR. 

L The natare and diTisions of Property— Real and Personal 
Property— Movable and immoyable Property — Property 
having merely a notional existence. 

II. The dlstinctioD between property and possession. '* Special " 
property—" General " property. 

m. Tenure— Meaning of freeholds, oopyholds, and leaseholds- 
Distinction between law and custom. 

IV. Estates in land— Forms of Limitation of— Tenant in fee 
simple— Tenant in fee tail -Tenant for life— Tenant pur 
autrie «f6— Tenant for years and miscellaneous chattel 
interests— Joint tenants— Tenants in common. 

V. Transfer at C!ommon Law of land and chattels, distinguishing 
between the cases where the owner is in or out of possession 
—FeoiTment— Grant at Common Law. 

YL Effect of Statute of Uses— Uses to bar Dower— Lease and 
Release— Bargain and Sale enrolled— Covenant to stand 
seized. 
VIL A modem conveyance of freeholds— Power of tenant for life 

to sell under the Settled Land Acts. 
ym. Powers of various natures, operating at Common Law, under 
the Statute of Uses, and under other Statutes • and in 
Equity only. 

The first Senior Lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, 15th 
January, at 4 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same 
hour on subsequent Wednesdays. 

The first Senior Class will be held on Friday, I7th January, at 
2 o*clock, and the subsequent Senior Classes at the same hour on 
Tuesdays and Fridays. 

The first Junior Lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, 15th 
January, at 12 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same 
hour on subsequent Wednesdays. 

The first Junior Class will be held on Friday, 17th January, at 
12 o'clock, and the subsequent Junior Classes at the same hour on 
Mondays, Tuesdays, and Fridays. 



relationship. Special obligations of agents. Del credere agency. 
Agents' rightSL 

AoKNTS and Third Pabtos. Liability of unauthorised agent. 
Warranty of authority. Measure of damages. Liability of agent 
under his contract. 

JUNIOR LECTURES. 

The Statutobt RiQUierrBS of Costtba-cts. 

General view of statutory requirements touching the validity and 
operative effect of contracts. 
The Statute of Frauds. Section 4. 
Agreements within section 4. 
R^uirements of the section. Effect of the section. 
Sale of Goods Act, 1893, sect 4. Agreements within the section. 
Requirements and Effect of the section. 
Consideration of statutory provisions other than the foregoing. 

The Assistant Readkb will continue his Classes on " The general 

frinciples of liability in Tort as affected by Death, Bankroptcy, and 
'ersonal Status, and by the relations of Employer and ContraotDr and 
' Master and Servant," and subsequently on <' Specific Torts." 

The first Senior Lecture will be delivered on Thursday, 16th Jannary, 
at 2 o'clock, and the Lectures wUl be continued at the same hoar on 
subsequent Thursdays. 

The first Senior Class will be held om Monday, 20th January, at 
2 o'clock, and the subsequent Senior Classes at the same honr on 
Wednesdays and Mondays. 

The first Junior Lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, IStli 
JanuaTy, at 3 o'clock, and the Lectures will be oontinued at the aame 
hour on subsequent Wednesdays. 

The first Junior Class will be held on Tuesday, 14th Januaiy, at 
10 o'clock, and the subsequent Junior Classes on Thuiadaya at 
10 o'clock, Saturdays at 11 o'clock, and Tuesdays at 10 o'clock. 



LAW AND EQUITY. 



Header Edmund Robbbtson, Esq., Q C. 

AitiHafU Reader . J. A. Haxiltov, Esq. 

During Hilary Term the Rbadbb proposes to deliver Lectures 
and hold Classes on the following subjects :— 

SENIOR LECTURES. 

Thb Law of Pbincifal and Agent. 

The relation of principal and agent. Comparison 'with ' other 
relations. General and special agents. Classes of mercantile agents 
(brokers, factors, Ac). Mercantile agents under Factors' Act, 1889. 
Del eredere agent 

Joint principals and joint agents. The contract of agency. (^MaiAy 
T. Soatt and*cases on ** Implied Agency " of Married Women.) 

The appointment of an agent Agent of corporation. Agent to 
execute deed. 

Delbqation of aunt's authority. General rule and exceptional 
oases. Principal and sub-agent 

RATI7I0ATI0N of Unauthorised contracts. What acts may be ratified. 
Who may ratify. Effect of ratification. Summiry of rules. 

Revocation of agent* s authority. When authority irrevocable. 
Authority coupled with an interest How revocation effected. 

Extent of the agent's authority. 

Riflfhts and duties as between Pbinoipal and Tbibd Pabties. 
Undisdosed.principals. 

Rights and duties as betvieen Pbinoipal and Aoent. Ordinary 
duties of agents. Obligations arising out of fiduciary character of the 



Reader A. HoFKorsov, Esq., Q.C. 

AseietatU Reader • . . O. A. fiAUHDnfl^ Esq. 

During Hilary Term the Rbadbb proposes to deliver Lectom 
and hold Classes on the following subjects : — 



SENIOR LECTURES. 

On Mondays, at 4 p.m. 

Pabtnbbsbip. 

I. Natubb or Pabthbbssip. 

Diatinctlon between Partnership and Companies and other 
Associations. 

IL & III. FOBHATION OF PaBTNEBSHIPS AND RiOHTB OF PaBTKSBS 
INTEB SB. 

Partnership property. Lake o. Craddock. 

Duties of partners to oo-partnerd. 

Retirement and expulsion of partners. 

Assignment of shares in partnership. 

Partners' lien. 

Articles of partnership. Special clauses and their eflfeet 

IV. * V. ReLITIONB of PaBTNBBS to PeBSONS DEALING WITH THIB. 

Extent of partners' authority. 

Liability for contracts of opartners. 

Liability for torts of co-partnera. 

Joint and several liabUity. Kendall v. Hamilton. 

Liability of estates of deceased partners. 

Doctrine of '* holding out" 

YI. & VIL Dissolution and Windino-up of FAxtsassare, 
Rights of partners after dissolution. Goodwill. 
Actions for dissolution and account 
Mode of realising assets, taking accounts, and distnbating 

estate. 
Appointment of Receivers. 
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JUNIOR LECTURES. 
Oa Fridays, at 4 p.m. 

Pbihciplbs of Equttt. 

I. MeaniDg of the term. 

Origin of Court of Chancery. 

Reasons for growth of. 

Mode of procedure. Action in personasL Penn y. Lord 

BaUimore, 
Principles adopted. 
Recognition of rights not reoogni$ed at Law. (Trusts) 

M rules diferetU from those adopted by Courts 

of Law (CorrectiTe). 
Use of revMdie9 unlmown to Law. 

II.IIL, Maxims recognised — 

k lY. (a) iBquitas sequitur legem. 

(6) Where these is equal equity. Law must pievail. 

JBa$$et Y. Nonoorihy. 

Lord GUnonAy y* BotvtOe, 

ManhY. Lee, 
(o) Qui prior tempore potior jure. 

(d) Be who comes into equity mu^t do equity. 

Equity to a settlement 
EUbank ▼. Montolieu. 

(e) Yiffilantibus non dormlentibus nqnitas subyenit. 

Delay. Acquiescence. 

(f) Equity recards as done what ought to .be done or is 

agreed to be done. 
Conyersion. Fletcher y. AMumer. 
Aekroyd ▼. SmUheon. 

?. ft YL Equitable relief against strict legal results of acts of parties. 
(a) Mortgages ; Relief against forfeitures. 

Peachy ▼. Duke of SomereeL 
(6) Undue hifluence. Mistake. Fraud. 
Syguenin y. Baeely, 
Chuterfield ▼. Janten. 
AUcard y, SJHtmer. 
Fox T. Maekrelh. 
Yn. Doctrine of Notice. 

Yin. niiHtrsted from law as to 

(a) Priorities. Hopkineon t. BdU; Le Neve r. Le Neve,' 

(b) Covenants. TtUk t. Moxkay. 
IZ. ft EflEect of the Judicature Act 

X. TraasCer of jurisdiction. 8eot 16. 

Asrignment of business. Sect Si. 
Change of Procedure. 

Abolition of injunction against legal proceedings. Sect 24^ 
f«Tftmpifta of equitable rules to be recognised. Sect 25. 
„ „ remedies to be used. 

In the Senior Classes some of the above subjects will be treated in 
greater detail, and the praotioe of the Court in Administration Actions 
wiU be illustrated. 



The AssuTART Readbb will hold Classes on <* The Law of Trusts." 

Tvcm, Part L— Tn Tbuct. 

L Thb OmaM or Tbusts— 

Uses of Land— The Subpoena. 

n. Tab Katubb or Tbustb— 

PriTity of Estate and of Person— Notice of Trust— The 
parties to and subject-matter of a trust. 

IIL Tbb Cbbatiov or Tbustb— 

(A) Inter Yivoe-Statute of Frauds— Seotioos 7 and 8. 
(b) TesCameutary trusts— Secret Trusts; (i) Objects undis- 
closed.; (ii) Intention undisclosed. 

lY. Thb Yauditt or Tva^Te : (a) Absence of Consideration 
(b) IllegBlity-. 



(a) Voluntary trusts ba?cd--{i) On dcclara'i^n of Irust'; 
(ii) On Transfer. 
The avoidance of Yoluntary trusts — (i) By Statute; 
(ii) By rules of Equity. 
(b) Unlawful Truuts— (i) 8uper8tition-Immorality~Fraud ; 
(ii)Perpetuity— Repugnancy— Sundry; (iii) Statutory 
Restrictions on Trusts for Accumulation. 



Y. DlSPOSmONB RlSBMBLINO TbUSTS, BUT DlSTINGUISHABL 

Trusts — (i) For payment of creditors ; (ii) For 'main- 
tenance of children ; (ili) Mixtures of trust and power ; 
(iy) Honorary trusts. 

YI. Tbb CLAssinoATTON or TnufeTS— 

(I) Trusts declared or |(a) Express Trusts) Dependent on actual 
created (Stat of { > intention directly or 

Frauds, s. 7) ((bJ) Implied Trusts) indii-ectly evidenced. 

(ii) Trusts resulting or [(o) Resulting Trusts— Absence of con- 
arising by construe- 1 trary intention, 
tion of Law (Stat. j(d) Constructive Trusts— Independent 
of Frauds, s. 8) { of intention. 

YII. (a) Expbbss OB DiBBGT TausTe— 

Certainty of Intention, Subject, and Object^Exeoutory 
trusts. 

YIII. (b) Implied ob Indibbot Tbusts— 

(i) Inter Yivos ; (ii) Teatamentaty— Precatory trusts. 

IX. (c) Rbsultino Tbustb— 

Arising on (i) Imperfect dispositions; (i!) Purchases; 
(iii) Joint purchases. 

X. (d) CoBSTBUonvB Tbcbts — 

(i) FiduoUry Relation; (ii) Intermeddling; (iii) Mis- 
cellaneous. 



Non.— The Assdtabt Rbadbb piDpcees to oontmaQ'and complete 
the above course as follows, vii : — 

Trusts Part IL. '*The Trustee'* in Easter Term. 

Trusto Part IIL, << The Ceetuique tnut," in Trinity Term. 



The first Senior Lecture will be delivered on Mondav, 18th Jaftuary, 
at 4 o^clodk, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour on 
subsequent Mondays. 

The first Junior Lecture will be delivered on Friday, 17th January, 
at 4 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour on 
subsequent Fridays. 

The first Senior Class will be held on Monday, 20th January, at 

10 o*clock, and the subsequent Senior Classes at the same hour on 
SBturdays and Mondays. 

The first Junior Class will be held on Monday, 13th January, at 

11 o'clock, and the subsequent Junior Classes at the same hour on 
Wednesdays, Fridays, and Mondays. 



EYIDENCE, PROCEDURE, OIYIL AND CRIMINAL, AND 
CRIMINAL LAW. 



Reader 



A. HuTBT, Esq. 



During Hilary Term the Rbadbb proposes to deUrer Leotores 
and holdOlasses on the following subjects : — 

Eyidinoi. 

The Nature and History of the Law of Bvideooe. 
Best Evidence. 
Relevant Bvidenoe. 

The Rules relating to the Competency and Examinatio i 
of Witnesses. 
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PBOCKErnic 

Civil Procedare. 

A Summary ot the HiBtory of Procedure at Common Law 

and Equity before the Judioature Acts. 
The Changes made in Procedure by the Judicature Acts 

and Bnles. 
The Proceedings in an Action until Judgment. 

Cbiminal Pbooedube. 

A Summary of the Historylof Criminal Procedure. 

Cbihikal Law. 

Offences against the Person. 
Offences against Property. fd 

The first Lecture will be delivered on Thursday. 16th January, at 
4 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour on 
subsequent Thursdays. 



The first Class will be held on Saturday, 18th January, at 12 o'dock, 
and the subsequent Classes on Mooduys at 3 o'clock, TuesdayB at 
4 o'clock, and Saturdays at 12 o'clock. 



Nora.— The Lectures axe free to Members of the Bar. 

Particulars as to Fees payable by gentlemen, not being Memben of 
an Inn of Court, may be obtained upon application to the Clerk of the 
Council, Lincoln's Inn Hall, W.C. 

Maonaqhten, 

Chairman of CouIkM of heqal £lt2tM«<ion. 

J. a Hathkw, 

Ckairmam o/Boariof^ndUi, 

ConvoiL Chambee, Linooln's Iee, 
JantMry, 1896. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION 



EILART EDUCATIONAL TEEM, 1896. 

LECTURES and CLASSES to he held in the Class Booms in Gbat'b Ink, to commence an Monday, the 13//* January, 

and he continued according to the subjoined Time Table untQ the 7th March. 





Mo] 


TOAT. 
B. 


TUMDAT. 


Wbdnbsdat. 


Thubsdat. 


F&IDAT. 


Satobday. 




CLASS BOOX 

A. 


A. 

Mr. 
Hamiltos. 

Claas. 
First Class, 
lith Jan. 


B. 


CLASS BOOM 
A. 


CLASS BOOM 

B. 


A. B. 


CLASS BOOM 
A. 


CLAMBOOai 

B. 

Mr.HiJiiTBB. 

Junior 

Lectors.' 

Firat Lectors, 

ITih Jan. 


CLASS BOOX CLASS BOOB 
A. B. 


lO-U 


Mr. 

HOFKIXSOS. 

CUaa. 
FtrrtCluB, 
20th Jan. 


Mr.MuKBO. 

Claaa. 

First Class, 

13th Jan. 




Mr. HUHTBB. 

Senior 

lisctnre. 

First Lectare. 

16th Jan. 


Mb. 

Hamiltox. 

Class. 




Mr. 
HoFKnmoH. Mr.Muno. 
Glaes. OasB. 


11-12 


Mr. 

Sauitdibs. 

GUas. 
First CU88, 
13th Jan. 


SirH. 
ELPHonroKx. 

Class. 


Mr. 

HUMTBB. 

GlaBs. 


Mr. MuVBO. 
Class. 


Mr. 

Sautobbs. 

Class. 


SibH. 
ELPimnTOHS 
Jonlor 
Lectme. 
First Lecture, 
16th Jan. 

Mr.« 

Bobbbtsok. 

Junior 

Lecture. 

First Lectme. 

ItthJan. 




Mb-Wallib. 
Class. 


Mr. 

Sauudbbs. 

Class. 


SibH. 

ELPBTirsTon. 

Class. 

First ClsM, 

If th Jan. 


1 

1 

Mr. , 

Haxiltov. I 

Class. 1 

! 


19-1 


SibH. 

Elphikbtoke. 

Claas. 




Mr. 

HimTBB. 

Class. 
Firjt Claas, 
16lh Jan. 






i 

Mr. Hbtbt. 

Claas. 
First a««, 
! UthJaa. 


1-2 






Mr.OBBT. 
Claas. 




Mr. 

BOBBBTBOir. 

Claas. 


!. 

i 
i 

1 




1 


2-8 


Mr. 

BOBKKTSON. 

aasa. 
First OlacB, 
aothjan. 






Mr. 

BODXBXBOK. 

Senior 

Lectare. 

FirstUoiwe. 

leth Jan. 


Mr. Gbht. 

Class. 
First Class, 
IfthJan. ; 




»-4 




Mr. Hbtbt. 
Oaas. 




Mr. Walus. 
Class. 




iMt.Wallis. 

Lecture. 

FirstLcGture, 

ISthJan. 






Mr. Wallis. 

Class. 
TlTst Claas, 
-nthJ^.. 


f - 


4-6 


Mr. 

HOPKOUOH. 

Senior 

Lecture. 

FirstLectnre, 

laihjaii. 


Mr. Hbrbt. 
Claas. 




Mr. Gbjtt. 

Senior 

Lectnrs. 

Fl^8tLectur^ 

15th Jan. 






Mr. 

Hbxbt. 

Lecture. 

FirstLectars, 

ISih Jan. 


Mr. 

HovKimoH. 

Junior 

Lecture. 

FirstLecture, 

nth Jan. 


■• "* :•> 


1 
I 



The Class Booms are in Field Court. 
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COURT OF APPEAL AND HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE-^CHANCERY DIVISION. 



HILARY SITTING H, 1896. 



KOTA OP KEGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUING W^EK. 
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THE' BANKRUrXCY ACTS, 1883 and 1890, 
THE BANKRUPTCY RULES, 1886 and 1890. 



Pursuant to Clause 2 of Rule 5 of the Bankruptcy Kules, 1886 
and 1890, the Board of Trade hereby aubetitute the form of notice of 
rejection of Proof of Debt set out at the foot hereof, in lieu of the 
existing Form Xo. 74 in the Appendix to the Bankruptcy Rulea 
1886 and 1890, and henceforth the substituted form shall be the form 
No. 74 in the Appendix of Forms referred to in the said Rules — 
Dated this 10th day of January, 1896. 

By order of the Board of Trade. 

John Smith, Inspector-General in Bankruptcy, authorized 
in that behalf by the President of the Board of Trade. 



No. 74. 

NoTiGE OF BBJicmoir OF Pboof of Debt. 

(Title,) 

Take notice that, as Official Receiver of the above Estate, I hare this 

day rejected your claim against such Estate (a) to the extent of £ , 

on the following grounds :< — 

And farther take notice that if you are dissatisfied with my decision in 
respect of your proof, you may apply to the Court to reverse or vary 
the same, but, subject to the power of the Court to extend the time, 
no application to reverse or vary my decision in rejecting your proof 

will be entertained after the expiration of (5) days from this 

date. 



Dated this 



■ day of - 



-,189 



-, Official Receiver. 



Address • 



To 



Co) If proof wholly rejected, strike out wordu in it&Uos. 

(b) 21 days or 7 days, as the cwse nuiy be. See Rules 230 and 232 (2). 



COMMERCIAL CAUSES. 



SPECIAL NOTICE. 



Manchksteb and Liverpool Winter Assizes, 1896. 

With respect to Commercial Causes which it is desired to have 
disposed of at these Assizes, Summonses in such Causes will, if 
marked, hy consent, '* Assize Judge," he heard respectively hy the 
Judge taking Civil Business at Manchester and Liverpool. Up to 
February 21st, Summonses in Liverpool Causes will be heard by the 
Assize Judge (V. Williams J.) in Chambers in TiOndon, and during 
the Manchester Assizes in Manchester. Up to February 10th, Sum- 
monses in Manchester Causes will beiheard by the Assize Judge 
(Kennedy J.) in London, and during the Manchester Assizes in 
Manchester. 

A separate List will be made for Commercial Causes for Manchester 
and Liverpool, and days will be fixed for the hearing of the respec- 
tive Causes In such List. 

Appointments for Summonses, and all information relating thereto, 
can be obtained from the Clerks of the respective Judges by letter to 
them or orally. 



CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 



In addition to the OircnitA already published (ante, p. 3) the 
following dates have been fixed : — 



WINTER ASSIZES, 1896. 



CommiBnon Days. 



Saturday January 11 

Tuesday „ 14 

Wednesday „ 15 

Thursday „ 16 

Friday 17 

Saturday „ 18 

Monday' „ 20 

ITiursday „ 23 

Friday , 24 

Monday „ 27 

Wednesday „ 29 

Thursday „ 30 

Friday , 31 

Monday February 3 

Tuesday „ 4 

Wednesday „ 5 

Thursday" 6 

Friday „ 7 j 

Monday „ 10 i 

Tuesday , 11 | 

Thursday „ 13 

Monday „ 17 i 

Wednesday „ 19 

Thursday* „ 20 

Friday * „ 21 ' 

Monday „ 24 

Tuesday „ 25 

Wednesday „ 26 

Friday , 28 

Monday M.irch 2 

Thursday . ... „ 5 

Friday „ 6 

Saturday , 7 

Monday „ 9 

Friday , 13 

Saturday „ 28 



MiDLAKD. 



OXFOBD. 



Haickint J. 
MathetD J. 



Graniham J. 
Wrighil 



Aylesbury Reading, 

.*. Fn.3l,2o€. 
Bedford Oxfoid, 

Wedm. 5 

North'pton* ..' .. 
Worcester, 
Oakham and Mondmf 10 
Leicester 

Gloucester, 
Lincoln Monday 17 



. . 


Monmouth, 


. . . • 


SfUwfdayn 


Derby 


1 . . 


. . • 


Hereford. 


.. 


}fW.26.2o'e. 
Shrewsbury, 


Nottingham 


M0H.UBI,i 


y, ; ! 


Stafford 2 



Warwick 



I Birmingham 2 

I (End) 



* Business will be commenced at 12.30 on the Commission Bay- 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



HILARY HONOUR EXAMINATION, 1896. 



EXAMINATION OF STUDENTS OF THE INNS OF COIBT. 
Held at the Middle Tempie, 17th, ISth, 19/A, and 
20th December, 1895. 



The Council op Leqa^l Education have awarded to 
Holdsworth, William Searle, Lincoln's Inn, 

A Studentship of One Hundred Guineas a Year, teni^ble for T^i^ 
Years. 
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Farleigh, Edward Anstm, Gray's Inn, 

A Special Prize of Fifty Poonds for the best Examination in Con- 
stitntional Law (English and Colonial) and Legal History. 

Certificates of Honour — 

Farleigh, Edward Anstin, Gray's Inn, 
Quick, Arthur Stanley, Middle Temple, 
Brett, Michael, Middle Temple, 

Pass Certificates — 

(Gardiner, Frederick George, Middle Temple, 
Hanna, Henry, Middle Temple, 
Haroonrt, Leveson William Vernon, Gray's Inn, 
Bamsay, Allan Stewart, Inner Temple, 
Robb, Frederick Joseph, Middle Temple, 

By Order of the Council, 

(Signed) Macnaghten, 

Chairman. 
ConrciL Chahbeb, Lincoln's Inn, 
nth January, 1896. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



HILARY PASS EXAMINATION, 1896. 



GEKERAL EXAMINATION OF STUDENTS OP THE INNS 
OF COURT, 

Held at the Middle Temple, 17th, 18th, and 19th 
December, 1895. 



The Council of Legal Education have awarded to the following 
StodcntB Certificates that they haye satisfactorily passed a Pablic 
Examination : — 

Ansat, Syed Ali, Lincoln's Inn, 

Badhwar, Gokal Chand, Lincoln's Inn, 

I^rrett-Hamilton, Gerald Edwin Hamilton, Inner Temple, 

Boyd, Edward Charles Percy, Inner Temple, 

Bnrra, Henry Cnrteis, Inner Temple, 

Bnszard, Marston Frank, Inner Temple, 

Callaghan, Alfred John, Inner Temple, 

Camhier, Walter William, Inner Temple, 

Caiey, Edward, Inner Temple, 

Cavander, Jas, Inner Temple, 

Clennell, Walter James, Inner Temple, 

DaTey, Herbert, Middle Temple, 

Darics, John Humphreys, Lincoln's Inn, 

Dehlavi, Ali Mohomed Khan, Gray's Inn, 

Dibb, Oscar Knocker, Inner Temple, 

Dos Santos, Francisco Antonio Xavicr, Liiiccln's Inn. 

Finnis, Charles Boche, Inner Temple, 

Freeman, John Arthnr, Inner Temple, 

Freeth, Frank, Middle Temple, 

Gilbert, Thomas Arthnj Ingram, Lincoln'u Ion, 

Goodwin, Frederick Charles, Gray's Inn, 

Hanna, Hamnel, Gray's Inn, 

Henry, Alexander, Gray's Inn, 

Hnda, Iklohammad Qomrul, Inner Temple. 

Hulton, Arthur Hyde, Inner Temple, 

Isherwood, Thomas, Inner Temple, 

Khan, Mohammed Hayat, liincoln's Tun, 

Mathew, Charles James, I^inculn's Inn, 

Mathias, Itichard, Lincoln's Inn, 

McMnllan, Frederick, Inner Temple, 



Meerza, S. Jahandar, Lincoln's Inn, 

Meggs, Edgar Ethelred, Middle Temple, 

Mosley, John William Paget, Middle Temple, 

Murison, James William, Middle Temple, 

Nadkami, Bamrao Ghanasham, Inner Temple, 

Xath, Pandit Bhola, Middle Temple, 

Payn, Frederic William, Middle Temple, 

Pepys, George Digby, Inner Temple, 

Pirbaksh, Mohammed, Gray's Inn, 

Powell, Ernest Arthur, Middle Temple, 

Bam, Anant, Lincoln's Inn, 

Bam, Sant, Gray's Inn, 

Band, Egbert George, Lincoln's Inn, 

Begnard, Marie Camille Joseph, Middle Temple, 

Bickett, Arthur, Middle Temple, 

Bustomjee, Pestonjee Hormusjee Jamsedjee, Lincoln's Inu, 

Senior, William, Middle Temple, 

8hway Ban, Middle Temple, 

Singh, Shiva Shankar, Middle Temple, 

Varma, Kunwar Cheda Singh, Lincoln's Inn, 

Vesey, David Arthur Fitzgerald, Inner Temple, 

Watson, David Milne, Middle Temple, 

Watson, Ernest Charles, Middle Temple, 

Watt, Edward James, Inner Temple, 

Webb, Allan Cyprian Bourne, Lincoln's Inn, 

Welby-Everard, Edward Everard Earle, Inner Temple, 

Whitaker, Harold Thomas, Inner Temple, 

Wrangham, Walter George, Inner Temple, 

and 

Tain, Lee Ah, Lincoln's Inn, 

and to 

Senior, William, Middle Temple, 
The " J. J. Powell " Prize (Middle Temple). 

Examined, 87. Passed, 59. 



The following Students passed a satisfactory Examination in 
Roman Law : — 

Agarwala, Hardeo Sahai, Lincoln's Inn, 

Amir, Syed Mohammad, Lincoln's Inn, 

Amos, Percy Maurice McLardie Sheldon, Inner Temple, 

Armstrong, Thomas Maudeville Emerson, Lincoln's Inn, 

Arundale, George Sydney, Inner Temple, 

Barker, Wilberforce Boss, Gray's Inn, 

Bameby, William Theodore, Inner Temple, 

Behramjee, Noshirvau Burjojee, Lincoln's Inn, 

Bois, Herbert Gordon, Bliddle Temple, 

Bros, Henry Alwyn, Inner Temple, 

Caine, William, Middle Temple, 

Cheeke, George Alfred Mosley, Inner Temple, 

Darby, Licmel Frank Christopher, Inner Temple, 

Davenport, Balph Tichborne, Inner Temi)le, 

Evans, Frank Foster, Middle Temple, 

French, Thcmias Munro, Lincoln's Inn, 

GcUibrand, Walter Tice, Inner Temple, 

(tibbs, John Slater, Inner Temple, 

(4rier8on, Douglas, Inner Temple, 

Hq)kins, Ernest Lewis, Gray's Inn, 

Ibrahim, Mohammed, Middle Temple, 

Ker, William Pollock, Middle Temple, 

Leach, Bobert Alfred, (tray's Inn, 

Maedonough, George Mark Watson, Lmcoln'b Inn, 

Matthews, Harry Do Couves, Inner Temple, 

Hi! ills, Bichard Oswald, Lincoln's Inn, 

Milton, Beginald Theodore Harvy, Inner Temple, 

Morris, George Ernest, Imier Temple, 

Norris, Henry Frederic, Inner Temple, 

Pandit, Vasudco Bambrisbua, Middle Tem])le, 

Perry, John Frederick, Lincoln's Inn, 
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Raghubanfli, Knnwar Udaya Yir Singha, Linooln's Inn, 

BoSerts, Isaac John, Inner Temple, 

Roche, Alexander Adair, Inner Temple, 

Shacklcford, Frank, Inner Temple, 

Singh, Balwant, Lincoln's Inn, 

Singh, Bawa Dhanwant, Lincoln's Inn, 

Singh, Har Bhajan, Lincoln's Inn, 

Snell, Ernest Hugh, Middle Temple, 

St. Clair, Henry Renttm, Gray's Inn, 

Todhunter, Francis Gerald, Lincoln's Inn, 

Turner, Ernest Edward, Inner Temple, 

Wilkinson, Bernard Kovington Rodwell, Inner Temple, 

and 

Wood, Arthur Francis, Inner Temple, 

Examined, Gl. Passed, 44. 



The following Students passed a satisfactory Examination in 

Roman Law and Constitutional Law and Legal Hittory : — 

Addison-Smith, George, Middle Temple, 
BrousBon, Charles Maurice, Gray's Inn, 
Coleman, Bernard Leake, Middle Temple, 
Combe, Ralph Molyneux, Inner Temple, 
Dantra, Rustom Sorab, Middle Temple, 
Hall, John Richard Clarke, Gray's Inn, 
Horton-Smith, Lionel, Lincoln's Inn, 
Jackson, Thomas Chalice, Gray's Inn, 
Johnston, Harold Featherstone, Lincoln's Inn, 
Jones, Allen Glyime, Lincoln's Inn, 
Jones, John William, Gray's Inn, 
Levick, Lionel Tudway, Ijincoln's Inn, 
Mackinnon, Frank Douglas, Inner Temple, 
Miller, Lancelot D'Eyncourt, Gray's Inn, 
Powers, George Wiglitman, Lincoln's Inn, 
Radcliffe, John Percy, Inner Temple, 

and 

Williams, David, Middle Temple, 

Examined, 27. Passed, 17. 



The following Students passed a satisfactory Examination in 

Constitulioncd Law and Legal Hidtvry : — 

Anderson, James Finlay, Inner Temple, 

Bell, John James, Inner Temple, 

Blair, George Alexander, Middle Temple, 

Brooke-Elliott, Charles, Gray's Inn, 

Brown, Roland Alexis, Inner Temple, 

Burton, Percy Merceron, Inner Temple, 

Bury, Charles Arthur, Lincoln's Inn, 

Cox, Charles Thomas, Middle Temple, 

Cnlleme, William Stanley Varenne, Gray's Inn, 

Dutt, Jotindra Nath, Lincoln's Inn, 

Ebraheem, Syod Mohamed, Middle Temple, 

Egerton, Walter, Middle Temple, 

Elgee, Percival Charles, Inner Temple, 

Ganz, Albert William Carl Emil, Middle Temple, 

Gatliff, Albert Farrar. Middle Temple, 

Goetz, Charles Edward George, Inner Temple, 

Griffith, Noel I^edbrook, Middle Temple, 

Haddan, Arthur Francis, Inner Temple, 

Hampson, Robert Hamcr, Middle Temple, 

Hinde, Frederick, Gniy's Inn, 

Hosain, Mostafa, Inner Temple, 

Jessop, Thomas Harvey, Middle Temple, 

Jones, Ernest Yarrow, Inner Temple, 



Kajyi, Taherali Mohamedali, Lincoln's Inn, 

Kanm, Syed Ali, Lincoln's Inn, 

Kenny, William Joseph, Gray's Inn, 

Khan, Azeezur Rahman, Middle Temple, 

Lawson, Robert Gerald, Inner Temple, 

Laytou, John Henry, Inner Temple, 

Leach, (/harles Henry, Gray's Inn, 

Macouachic, Alexander, Gray's Inn, 

Mayfit'ld, Edwin, Middle Temple, 

Naidu, Pagtidala Rungiah, Gray's Inn, 

Naug, Rabindro Kumar, Gray's Inn, 

Nutter, Alfred Barrett, Lina)ln'B Inn, 

Oddy, Joeiali, Middle Temple, 

PatcTson, Robert Stanley, Middle Temple, 

Reed, Haythorne, Inner Temple, 

Robinson, Oswald Richard, Inner Temple, 

Rogers, Walter, Inner Temple, 

Rogerwm, Thomas Cooper, Inner Temple, 

Rostron, Laurence William Simpson, Inner Templf, 

Salvage, John Valentine, Inner Temple, 

Seely, John Edward Bernard, Inner Temple, 

Seligman, Walter Leopold, Inner Temple, 

Shamsuddin, Sheikh, Lincoln's Inn, 

Shroff, Dhirojlal Panachand, Middle Temple, 

Skinner, Albert Edward, Lincoln's Inn, 

Sorabji, Richard Kaikhusroo, Lincoln's Inn, 

Swaby, Robert, Gray's Inn, 

Terry, George Percy Warner, Middle Temple, 

Thomas, Frederick William, Middle Temple, 

Turner, Herbert, Inner Temple, 

Walter, Gerald Philbrick, Middle Temple, 

Whyte, Alexander, Middle Temple, 

Willis, Archibald Alfred, Lincoln's Inn, 

and 

Willis, Francis Henry, Inner Temple. 

Examined, 08. Passed, 57. 



By Order of the Council, 



(Signed) 

Council Chamdkb, Lincoln's Inn, 
llt^ January, 1896. 



Macnaohten, 

Chairman. 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 



Edgar Christmas Harvie, Bering C^istle Smith, and Henry Albui 
Roughton May (Minet, Harvie, Smith k May), Solicitors, 4, King 
William Street, E.C., by mutual consent as to the said Paring Gsstle 
Smith. The said Edgar Christmas Harvie and Henry Allan Bonghton 
May will continue to carry on business at 4, King William Street, 
under the firm of Minet, Harvie ft May. The said Pering Castle 
Smith will in future carrv on business at 81, Cannon Street, E.C^ 
under the style of Minet, Pering Smith ft Co., Jan. 10, 1896. 

John Booth liazenby and Alfred AppUby (Lazenby ft Appleby^ 
Solicitors, St Nicholas Chambers, Amen Comer, Newoastle-on-TyBe, 
by mutual consent as from Doc. 31, 1895. 

Francis Fenwick Pearson and Alexander Gradwell Bagot Peaiwn 
(Pearson ft Pearson), Solicitors, Kirkby Lonsdale, Westmorland, vv 
mutual consent as from Dec. 31, 1895. The business will be cairied 
on by Alexander Gradwell Bagot Pearson alone under the same 
style. 

James Douglas Tetley and Horatio Francis Alexander Hoskiiw 
(Tetley & Hoskins), Parliamentary Agents and Solioitors, 16, Fu- 
liament Street, Westminster, as from Jan. 1, by mutual consent 

Robert TunniclifTo and William Edward Rigby (Tunnicliffc A 
Rigby), Solicitors, 14, Water Street, Liverpool, by effluxion of time. 
Doc. 81, 1895. 
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WILLIA M CLOWES & SONS ' LIST. 

To be pnbliflheJ early in Jaiuuuy. 

THOMSOrS PRIVCIPLES OF EaUITY, AHD EOUITY 

PBlCriCE OP THE COUNTY lOOURT: for the use of PnctitlonerB In the 
Cbiiioei7 Diviekn of tbe High Court and in the County Court With Preoedents 
lod Fomu of PartlcnUre of CUlm, Defences, Notices of Motion, Affldavits, Jadff- 
■MBttt Ofdera, and other Proceedings. By Andbkw Tbokson, Esq., B.A., LL.O. 
(Lood.)^ of the Inner Temple, Barrlster-at-Law ; formerly Leotnrer and Reader 
en Equity to the Inoorporated Law Society ; and ailerwards ProliBasor of Equity to 
ttwiBnaofOomt. 

Crown 8vo., cloth. Is. 6(1. 

THE LAW OF ABBITRATIOH. Being the Arbitration Act, 
IMf . With Notes of Stetntos, Rules of Court, Konns and Caaee, and an Index. 
Bf W. OcTBAM Cuws, SoUdtor, ftc, with Honouxa, H. T. 1866. 



Now ready. Demy 8vo., doth, 12«. 6d. 
SSBEETURES.—The Debentures and Debenture Stook of Trading 
and other Companies. With Fonoos. By Edward Mansok, of the Middle Temple, 
Btoitater at-Law, and kte Scholar of Brasenoee College, Oxford, Author of <*The 
Uw d Trading Oompanies," kc 

Second Bdltkm, Revlaed and Enlarged. Demy 8vo., clotfa, 9«. 

FEAUD AVD MI8BEPBE8EHTATI0N.~A Short Treatise 

OB die Law relating to Fraud and Misrepreeentatian. By Stdnbt HAariNOS, B. A., 
«r Hm lanar Temple, Barrisfeer-at-Law, Author of *• A Treatiae on the Law of 
TWta." Jkc kc 
**niilsaYeryu8eftalllitletreatifle. It la well and clearly written, and the cases 
H* tnoght well up to date."— Law Timet. 

Now ready. Demy 8vo., 700 pages, cloth, 26«. 

EIGUSH PATSHT PBAGTICE. — With tiie Acts, Rules, 
Fons and Precedents, and Notes of all the Recorded Cases. Illnstrated with 
Skekita. By H. CuvrKaeAM*, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, late Royal Engineers. 

^ow ready. Crown 8vo., doth, 10«. 6(i. 

C0IIPA9IS8' WORK AUD MINING LAW IN NEW 

SOUTH WALES AND VICTORIA. A Treatiae f>r tbe Qoiilanoe of Solicitore, 
Urectors, Invcfitura^ and others. By Alfred dk Lissa, Barrister > at - Law, 
Sf*iey. N.S.W. 

Crown Svo., doth, 3«. nd. 
BOG LAW.— -The Law relating to Dogs. By Edwabd Manson, of 
Ihft Middle Temple, Barrlster^t-Uw. 



Small 4to., sewn, S«. 

CflRONOLOOICAL TABLE OF PUBLIC OENBBAL AC rs 

IN FORCE. 90 Hen. IlL (1236) to 67 H 68 Vict. 1894. By Paul Stmoklan -. 
of Lincoln's Inn, Barrister-at Law. 
■'The very small compass in which Mr. Strickland has indicated the wbo!e subject- 
matter of the Acta renders it of tbe greatest nM.*'—Weeklg Bagitter. 
** This is a useful publication."— /riifc Law TimM. 

** Shows at a glance the present conditiou of the Statute book."— JfancAeifar Ouardian. 
Now n»Aw. Second Edition, royal 8to. 1,1U0 pagea, cloth. S6«. 
THE PRINCIPLES OF RATING as applied to Railwavj». 
Docks, Tramways, Gas and Water Works, Coal and other Mines Electric LightlDK 
Workfl^ Mannikctories, and other Hereditaments. With a complete Digest of 
Cases, and all the important Statutes dMlina with Local Bating. By Edwaud 
BoYLB, of the Inner Temple, BarristorHit-Law, and Q. HuifpHKBTS-DAViRt*. 
Fellow of the Surveyors' Institute, &c 

Demy Svo., clo4b, 6f. 
AN OUTLINE OF CRIMINAL LAW m regards Offences 
agaiubt Individuals. Primarily for Students. By Riciiaicd R. Chsbkt, Barrister- 
at-I^w. 

CroiK-nSva With Portrait 2f. 
BRAMWEILIAN A : or, Wit and Wisdom of Lord Bramwell. By 
Edward Mansox, of the Middle Temple, Barrlster^tt Law. 
Rx^al 8vo., cloth, 16«. 

SERVICE OUT OF THE JURISDICTFON. By FRAwai 

Tayix)u PrGooTT, M.A., LL.M., of the Middle Temple, Barrittter-at-l^w ; late 
Legal AdviKer t > the Japanese Cabinet; Author of " Foreign Judgments," " Ex- 
terrltoriaHty," •• Prlndple.* of the Law of Torti," &c. 
Demy 8vo., doth, 12$. 6d. 

THE LAW OF THE PRESS: A Digest of the Law especially 
affecting Newspapera ; with a Chapter on Foreign Press Codes ; and an Appendix 
oontalning the Text of all the Leading SUtntes. By Josbph R. Fisher, B. A., of 
tbe Middle Temple and the Northern Circuit, Esq.. Barrister-at-Law, and Jamis 
AxDRBW Stuahan, LL.B., of the MidtUe Temple and Midland Circuity Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law. 

Royal 8vo., doth, 3U. 

EXTERRITORIALITY. The Law Eclating to Consular Juris- 
diction, and to resldeuce in Oriental Countries. By F. T. Pigoott, M.A., LL.M., 
Barrister at-Law ; late l^al Adviser to the Japanese Cabinet This book con- 
tains Special Chapters on Uic effect of "Foreign Jurisdiction" on Domicile, 
Naturalisation, Marriage, Divorce, Bankruptcy, Companies, Contracts, kc. 



A Catalogue of Modem Law Books, ju9t mued, $ent free on applieation. 
Lohdon: WILLIAM OLOWES k SONS, Limited. Law Publuhbbs, 27, Flkst Strbbt, B.G. 



JUST BEADY. Fourth Edition, with Portrait Crown 8vo., oloth. 78. 6cL 

THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH PARLIAMENT: 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years (800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Authorof ^'TheHistozyofilieEngUBhOonstiiution.*' 

Translated by Professor A. H. EEANE, B.A., F.B.Q.S. 
"SngUih readers will oertainly welcome a history of the English Parliament by the greatest liying authority on the Oontlnent.''^ 

the vast surrey of our EngUsh institutions ... to which so great a portion of Dr. Gneist*8 laborious life has been 

% Nem, 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LmrrED, Law Publishkbs, 27, Fleet Street, E.O. 

CHEAP EDITION. Demy 8vo., oloth. lOa. 

THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Profeasorof Law in the UniyerBlty of Berlin. 
TranOated hy PHILIP A. ASHWOBTH, of the Inner TempU, Beg., Batriiter-at^Law. 
No fixeigner has done more than Professor Gneist to examine and make clear the history and nature of the English Oonstitution. 



-It 

tallied.''. 



suoh Tital questions as, Whither are we drifting? How far do reoent changes in the franchise accord with the wbde spir*i of 

^ eoastiUition t What is in store for us with democracy supreme ? On such qneslions as these the opinion of a foreignAer who is a scho iar, 
^ M> bookworm, and who has sedulously studied our institutions, is oertainly much mure weighty than that of most Englishmen. . . At 
Qiii tisM theee Tolumet are especially instructive. They cast light on almoet aU the great questions of current politicB." — Time$> 

♦♦• lAhrary JEaitiotif 2 vols., Svo., 82s. 

l/mw9B: WILLIAM OLOWSS « SONS, Lpono), Law I^tfOsflSBs, 27, Flekt Stbkkt, KO. 
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Seventh Edition. Royal 8vo,, doth, 38a. 

ROBSON'S BANKRUPTCY. 

Containing a full exposition of the Principles and Practice of the Law, including the Law under the Bankniptcy 
Acts, 1883 and 1890 ; the Bankruptcy (Discharge and Closure) Act, 1887 ; the Debtors Act, 1869 ; the Bills o( Sale 
Acts, 1878 and 1882 ; Section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875 ; also the Law relating to Private Axrangements ¥itli 
Creditors, and the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887. With an Appendix comprising the Statutes, Rules, Ordos ud 
Forms, including Forms of Statutory Compositions and Schemes, (fee. 

BY 

GEORGE YOUNG ROBSON, Esq., 

Barrister-atoLaw. 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. \ 

** In spite of rivals, Robson's Law and Practice in Bavkruptoih-^ excellent treatiae, we always thought — ^midntains its poritkn in kw 
literature. It has now entered its seventh edition. The sixth edition was published before the Act of 1887, and consequently that Aetni 
the Act of 1890 have had to be dealt with. The chapter on Bills of Sale is now put at the end of the volume. Beyond this tM 
are no changes. The judicial decisions of recent years are duly noted, and Bobson on Bankruptcy remains an efficient and np^driij 
text-book." — Law Tinies, 

**This standard work on bankruptcy has reached another edition, the author wisely considering that in consequence of the many impoiM 
cases recently decided and the issue of the new rules, a new edition was desirable. We compliment the learned author on the wi sdoarf 
keeping his work well up to date. Of this edition we may fairly say, as of others, no practitioner with bankruptcy work should beviM 
it ; and as long as the author pursues the wise course of issuing fresh editions well up to date, we shall be able to accord future editi(W m 
same praise." — Law Notes. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LiMiTBa),^LAW Publishers, 27, Fleet Street, E.C. | 

Boyal 8vo.f cloth, 5h. 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 



Giving a General Summary of the Act and a copious and useful Index, both to the sections of the Act and the differeat - 
of the synopsis, with the Forms used and iustnictions as to the Duty. To which is tdso added the Finance Act, 1894, and a lift of t 
Forms used in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

(Of the Legacy Duty Office , Somerset House), 

AUTHOR OF THB ''TABLE OF IHE BNGLISH DEATH DUTIES," ** A SHORT IKDEX," ETC., ETC. 

" Will be foand tuseftil lii m&Bteriiig the intrlcaciea of the meaaure." — Truth. I " A very aerviceable oomn»ni<m to thoee wbcee duty it ia to master • dtScsk ^i 

** PreHenta . . .*. 8p> cial instructions a.<; to the new duty." — Daily Telegraph. \ parliament." — Law Journal. 



London : WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Pubushers, 27, Fleet Street, E.C. 

MAY'S PARLI AMENTARY PRACTICE. 

Tenth Edition, Boyal 8t»o., cloth, 46«. Half-calf, 50«. 

A TREATISE on the LAW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARUAMEfl 

BY SIR THOMAS EBSKINB MAY, K.C.B.. D.C.L., | 

Clerh of (he House qf Commons, and Bencher of (he Middle Temple. \ 

TENTH EDITION, 

BOOKS L and II. Edited by Sir Eeqinald F. D. Palora7E, K.C.B., Clerk of the Houbo of Commons. i 

BOOK III. Edited by Alfred Bonham-Carter, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, a Member of the CH 

of Beferecs of Friyate Bills (House of Commons). ^ 

**Th6 present form of the treatiM Is Sir Reginald Palmve's own; it Is a moncment of bis labour and of his f^k*!!, and will le aa nc«M (o ttudoits ia tktH 
Amertcan, and Colonial Universities as to members of all rarlfaments in the Britieh Ymit\rt."^TkeA1heKaum. 

Lokdoh: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Lxmjtbd, Law Publibh^bs, 27, Funr QmsKS, KQ, 
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COURT or APPEAL AND HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE— CHANCERY DIVISION. 



HILARY SITTINGS, 1896. 







EOTA OP EEGISTRAES IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUING WEEK. 






Daw. 


Apfkal 

COUBT II. 


Mb. Justick 
Chjttt. 


Mb, JosncB 

KOBTH. 


Mb. Jubticb 
Stibubg. 


Mb. Jdoticb 


Mr. Justice 

ROXBB. 


Datb. 


JIODdtjr. Jin. 


27 


Mr. CtfringtoD 


Mr.Pag^ 


Mr.Wanl 


Mr. JackBon 


Mr.Qodlrey 


Mr. Roll 


Mouday, 


Jan. 27 


Itarfv 


28 


» Lavie 


.. Beal 


„ FembertoD 


„ Clowes 


„ Leach 


„ Farmer 


Tuesday 


>. 28 


Vednoday „ 


29 


„ Carrington 


., PnjPi 


„ Ward 


„ Jackaon 


„ Godfrey 


,. BoU 


Wednesday 


M 29 


Tbaadiy „ 


30 


.. Lavte 


>, Beal 


M Pwnlsertoa 


„ dowea 


.1 Leach 


„ Farmer 


Thursday 


30 


R«i«F 


31 


„ Cvrlngtoa 


,. Pngh 


.. Wart 


II Jackflon 


f, CJodftey 


„ Rolt 


Friday 


„ 31 


SrtBzdi7, Feb. 


1 


„ Lavie 


»f Beal 


„ Ffemberton , „ dowea 

1 


II Leach 


,. Farmer 


Saturday, 


Feb. 1 



V The JBauter VaaUum wm commence an Friday, the 3rd day qfJ^U, and lerminaU on Tueaday, the 1th day of April, 1896, both dayi incliaive. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



BA8TEB PA88 EXAMINATION, 1896. 



EXAMINATION OP CANDIDATES POR PASS 
CEBTIPICATES. 

The attention of Students is requested to tlie following Rules : — 

No Student shall receive from the Council the Certificate of Fitness 
fur Gall to the Bar required by the four Inns of Court unless he shall 
liare passed a satisfactory Examination as follows : — 

Oaodidates will be examined in the following subjects, in addition 
toBomaaLaw — 

I Law of Real and Personal Property. 

n. Law of Contracts and Torts. 
IIL Principles of Equity. 
IV. Evidenoe, Procedure, and Criminal Law. 

Y. Constitutional Law and Legal History. 

Students have the option of passing the Examination in the subject 
of Boman Law, and in the subject of Constitutional Law and Legal 
Histarr, or in either of such BUDjects separately from other subjects. 

Stodenta who present themselyes for examination and whose papers 
■bow that they had no reasonable expectation of passing may be 
ordered not to be admitted for examination again until the expiration 
of inch time aa the Council may direct. 

A Student who, at any time preyiously to his admission at an Ixm of 
Court, was a Solicitor in practice for not less than five consecutive 
yean, either in England or in any Colony or Dependency, but who in 
either case was admitted in England, and in accordance with Rule 7 
of the Consolidated Regulations has ceased to be a Solicitor before his 
admission as a Student, may be examined for Call to the Bar without 
loeping any Terms, and may be called to the Bar upon passing the 
rablic Examination required by these Rules, without keeping any 

Provided that such Solicitor has given at least twelve months* notice 
in writing to each of the Four Inns of Court, and to the Incorporated 
law Sodcty, of his intention to seek Call to the Bar, and produces a 
Certificate that he is a fit and proper person to be called to the Bar, 
signed, if his praotioe was in England, by two Members of the Council 
of the Inoorporatod Law Sooiety, and, if his practice was in a Colony 
or Depandenoy, by the Chief Justice of such Colony or Dependency. 

The Couneil may accept as an equivalent for the Examination in 
BooBanLaw— 

i A Degree granted by any University within the British 
Dominions, for which the qualifying Examination included 
Roman Law; 

it A Certificate that any Student has passed any such Examina- 
tion, thflfogh he may not have taken the Degree for which 
9Dch Examination qualifies him ; and 



iii. The Testamur of the Public Examiners for the Degree of Civil 
Law at Oxford that the Student has passed the necessary 
Examination for the Degree of Bachelor of Civil Law ; 

Provided the Council is satisfied that the Student, before he ob- 
tained his Degree, or obtained such Certificate or Testamur, passed 
a sufficient Examination in Roman Law. 

An Examination will be held in March next, to which a Student 
of any of the Inns of Court who is desirous of becoming a Candidate 
for a Certificate of Fitness for being called to the Bar, or of passing 
the Examination in Roman Law (and or) Constitutional Law and 
Legal History, will be admissible. 

Each Student proposing to submit himself for Examination will be 
required to enter his name in full, personally or by letter, at the 
Treasurer's or Steward's Office of the Inn of Court to which he belongs, 
on or before Monday, the IGtk day of March next ; and he will further 
be required to state in writing whether liis object in offering himself 
for Examination is to obtain a Certificate preliminary to a Call to the 
Bar, or whether he is merely desirous of passing the Examination in 
Roman Law (and or) Constitutional Law and Xegal History under 
the above-stated Rule. 

The Examination will commence on Tuesday, the 2-kth day of 
March next, and will be continued on the Wednesday and Tftursday 
following. 

It wiU take place in the Inner Temple Hall ; and the doors will 
be closed Ten Minutes after the time appointed for the commence- 
ment of the Examination. 

The Examination by Printed Questions will be conducted in the 
following Order : — 

Tuesday Morning^ 24t^ March, at Ten, on the Law of Real and 

Personal Property and Conveyancing. 
Tuesday Afternoon, 24:th March, at Two, on Law and Equity, first 

paper. 
Wednesday Morning, 25th March, at Ten, on Law and Equity, 

second paper. 
Wednesday Afternoon, 25th March, at Two, on Evidence, Procedure, 

and Criminal Law. 
Thursday Morning, 2eth March, at Ten, on Roman I^aw. 
Thursday Afternoon, 26th March, at Two, on Constitutional Law 

and Legal History. 

The Oral Examination will be conducted ia the same Order, and at 
the same Hours, aa above appointed for the Examination by Printed 
Questions. 

The ExAMiNEBS in the Law of Real and Perbokal Property and 
CoNYETAMOiNa will examine in the following subjects : — 

Elements of the Law of Real and Personal Property. 
Purchases and Leases. 
Mortgages. 
Settlements and Wills. 
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The ExAiONBRS in Law and Equity will examine in the foUowinir 
subjects ;— 

FmsT Paper. 

Elements of the Law of Contracts and Torts. 
Negotiable Instruments. 
Agency in Mercantile Contracts. 
Contracts of Sale of Goods. 

Bkoond Papeb. 
Trusts. 

Specific Performance. 
Administration of Assets on Death. 
Partnership and Winding up of Companies. 



The Examiners in Boman Law will examine in the following 

nioAf a • ® 



I. Law of Peraons— Slavery; Pairia Polesiai; Husband and 
Wife; Tutela; Cura, 
U. Law of Property— l>oiiimtttfii; Pomuio; Serritudes, personal 
and prasdial ; EmphyUutU ; Mortgage, 
in. Law of Contract— Formal Contracts; Contracts re; Contracts 
for valuable consideration in money ; Correality ; Accessory 
Contracts; Fidi^utno; Mandaivm ; Pecunia Qmttituia; 
Elements common to all Contracts. 
IV. Delicts. 
V. Wills, Legacies, and Trusts. 



The Examiners in OoNBTrrunoNAL Law and Legal Histobt will 
examine in the following subjects : — 

I. Constitutional Law. 

(1) The Crown and the Executive. 

(2) The Law and Custom of Parliament. 
II. Legal History. 

III. The Constitutional History of England. 



The 'Examinees in Evidence, Procedure, Civil and Criminal, and 
Criminal Law will examine in the following subjects:— 

The Elements of Procedure, Civil and Criminal. 
The Elements of Evidence. 
Criminal Law. 



T/itf ahore svbjecU wiU he exanUnad upon ao far otdy at treated in 
the Lectures and Ckueet rince Eatter Termj 1894. 

. Note.— The Trinity Pass Examination wUl be held in Lincoln's 
Inn Hall, 18th, 19th, and 20th May. 

Last day for entry of names, Monday, 11th May. 
Macnaohten, 

Chairman of Council of Legal Education, 
J. C. Mathew, 

Chairman of Board of Studies, 

Council Chamber, Lincoln's Inn Hall, 
nth January, 1896. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



TRINFTY HONOUB EXAMINATION, 1896. 



EXAMINATION OF CANDIDATES FOE STUDENTSHIP 
AND HONOURS. 

The attention of Students is requested to the following Rules :— 

Two Studentships of One Hundred Guineas per annum each, 
tenable for three years, shall in each year be given to the Students 



[Jan. 25, 1896. 

who shall pass the best Examination on the whole m all the mbjecta 
mentioned in Clause 28 of the Consolidated Regulationi. Bat the 
Council shall not be obliged to reoonmiend any Studentship to be I 
awarded if the result of the Examination be such as, in their opinioii, 
not to justify such recommendation. Where any Candidates appear 
to be e^ual, or nearly equal, in merit, the Council may, if thej think 
flt, divide the Studentship between tiiem equally or in saoh propQ^ 
tions as they consider just. 

No Student shall be eligible for a Studentship who is over twenty- 
five years of age on the first day of the Examination for which he 
enters. 

Only Members of an Inn not called to the Bar shall compete for a 
Studentship, or Honours. 

There shall be two Honour Examinations in each year, at each of 
which one Studentship and Certificates of Honour, enaUhig the 
holders to be called to the Bar without further Exanoinatioii, may 
be awarded. 

At every call to the Bar those Students who have obtained Btndent- 
ships shall take rank in seniority over all other Students called m 
the same day, and those Students who have obtained Certificatei of 
Honour shall take rank immediately after the holder of a BtndentBhip 
called on the same day. 

The Inn of Court, to which the holder of any Studentship or of a 
Certificate of Honour belongs, may, if desired, dispenae with aaj 
Terms not exceeding two that may remain to be kept by such Stadeat 
previously to his being called to the Bar. 

The Council may also award to the Student who, being a Oandidale 
for Honours, and not having obtained the Studentship, shall (amongit 
the other Candidates) have passed the beat •BTamin^tinn in Con- 
stitutional Law (English and Colonial) and Legal History, a apeeial 
prize of Fifty Pounds. Plovided that the CouncQ shall not be 
obliged to award the p>rize if the result of the Examination in that 
subject or the other subjects has not been such as, in their opinkw, to 
justify the Award. 

An Examination will be held in May next, to which a Student of 
any of the Inns of Court, who is desirous of becoming a Candidate for 
a Studentship or Honours, will be admissible. 

Each Student proposing to submit himself for Examination will be 
required to enter his name, in fuU, personally or by letter, at the 
Treasurer's or Steward's Office of the Inn of Court to which he 
belongs, on or before Mondav, the llth day of May next, and he will 
further be required to state m writing whether his object in offering 
himself for Examination is to compete for a Studentship or Certificate 
of Honour, and (if a Candidate for a Studentship) to produee eTidsnee 
as to his age. 

The Examination will- take place in Lincoln's Inn Hall; and the 
doors will be closed Ten Minutes after the time appointed for the 
oonmiencement of the Examination. 

The Examination will commence on Monday^ the 18th day of Ma 
next, and will be continued on the Tuesday, Wednesday, and 
Thursday following. 

The Examination by Printed Questions will be conducted in the 
following Order : — 

Monday Morning, ISth May, at Ten, on the Law of Real and 
Personal Property and Conveyancing. 

Monday Afternoon, ISth May, at Two, on Law and Equity, fint 
paper. 

Tuesday Morning, Idth May, at Ten, on Law and Equity, Booofid 
paper. 

Tuesday Afternoon, 19th May, at Two, on Evidence, Fnoednie, 

Civil and Criminal, and Criminal Law. 
Wednesday Morning, 2Mh May, at Ten* on Roman Law, Jorif* 

prudenoe, and International Law. 

Wednesday Afternoon, 20th May, at Two, and Thursday Mormn(h 
21st May, at Ten, on Onnstitutional Law (English and 
Colonial) and Legal History. 

The Oral Examination will be conducted in the same Order, and 
at the same Hours, as above appointed for the Examination by 
Printed Questions. 
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^TlwE xAimnm in the Law of Bial and Pbuomal Propbbtt and 
VasmAxonxQ will examine in the following rahjeets : — 

Elements of the Law of Real and Personal Property. 
Porehaaes and Leases. 
MortgageB. 
(Settlements and Wills. 



The ExAMiHSBS in Law and Eqvitt will examine in the following 

nigeeto:— 

FiBST Papib. 

Blemento of the Law of Gontraots and Torts. 
Negotiahle Instmments. 
Agency in Mercantile Contracts. 
Gantracts of Sale of Goods. 

SxooND Pafbb. 
Prindples of Equity. 
Tnuts. 

Administratioii of Assets on Death. 
Specific Performanoe. 
I htftDership and Winding-up of Companies. 



JheE mmtKB in Eyidxho^ Pboobdubb, Civil and Cbiminai^ and 
miAL Law will examine in the Sohjeots discussed at the Lectures 
IH Claws ainoe the oommenoement of Hilary Term, 1894. 



JThe ExAKHiB in Boman Law and Jubisfbitdencb, Ac., will 
jp&iBe in all the following sohjects :— 

^ I lofltitates of Jostiniaa. Bpeoial Topies :— Possessio, Law of 
Sale, History of Roman Law. 

n. Joriqinidence, Analytical and Historical, with special refer- 
! enoe to the writings of Austin and Maine. 

uL Seoents of International Law (Public and Private). 



Vjf ExAnnriB in CossnTurtONAL Law (English and CoLoinAL) 
■ LBSAL Hdtobt will examinc in the following subjects :— 

I Gonstitational Law. 

(1) The Crown and the Executive. 

(2) The Law and Custom of Parliament 
lisgal History. 
Omstitatioiial History. 

:^t-booto which may be referred to:— 



I GoDBtitational Law: Dicey's Law of the Constitution, Anson's 
^ Law and Custom of the Constitution, Broom's Constitutional 
\ Law, lifty'B Law and Practice of Parliament, Bagehot's 
English Constitution, and Heam's Government of England. 
^IL Ugal History : Parts of Blaokstone, Spenoe, Stephen's His- 
tory of the Criminal Law, Maitiand's Introductions to Vols. 
^ L and n. of Seldon Society's Publications. 
UL GoMtitQtional History : Stubbs, HaUam, Gardiner, May, Tas- 
well Langmead. 



feaioee SvitjeeU wiU be examined upon eofar atUff oa treated in the 
» and CZoasea atnoe Uth January, 1894. 

i Maovagbtbn, 

Chairman of OouneU of Legal Eduoation, 

J. C. Matebw, 

Chairman of Board of Siudiee, 

•ifOL Cbaxbbb, Lwooln'b Ihh Hall» 
January, 1896. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION, 
LINCOLN'S INN HALL. 



THE BARSTOW SCHOLARSHIPS, 
Founded under the WtO, ofMre, Mary Barttow, deeeaeed. 



EXAMINATION FOR TRINITY TERM, 
To be held 21st and 22nd May, 1896. 



Open for Competition to all Students being examined for a Call to 
the Bar, under the Consolidated Begulations of the four Inns of 
Court. 

Students intending to compete for the Scholarship, which may be 
awarded by the Council at this Examination, are requested to give in 
their names to the Clerk of the Council on or before Monday, the 
11th day of May next 

The Scholarship will be tenable for two years, and its holder 
will be entitied to half the Income produced during that period by 
the Scholarships Trust Fund, which now consists of 4718Z. 4s. 4<i 
Consols. 

The Scholarship will be awarded to the Student who, on obtaining 
a Certificate for his Call to the Bar at the Trinity Examination, to 
be held 18th, 19th, 20th and 21st May, shall have passed best in 
Jurisprudence (including International Law, Public and Private), and 
in Constitutional Law and Legal History : provided that the Council 
shall not be obliged to make any award if the result of the Examina- 
tion has not been such as in their opinion wiU justify the same. 

The Examination will be conducted as follows :— 

Thursday Afternoon, TXtt May, at Two, on Jurisprudence (includ- 
ing International Law, Public and Private). 

Friday Morning^ 22fid May, at Ten, on Constitutional Law and 
L^gal History. 

By Order of the Council, 



Council Chamber, Lincoln's Inn Hall, 
January, 1896. 



Macnagbtkn, 

Chairman, 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 



Charles Robert Hancock and Walter Strachan (Bevan, Hancock, 
Strachan & Co.X Solicitors, Bristol, by mutual oonsent as from Dea 81, 
1895. The said business will in future be carried on by Charles 
Robert Hancock and John Nichols under the style of Bevan, I^in- 
cock & Nichols. 

Walter Sidney Livesay, Augustus Charles Woolley, and Frederick 
John Bevis (Livesay, Woolley ft Bevis), Solicitors, Brighton, dissolved 
by the retirement from practice of Walter Sidney Livesay as from 
Dec. 31, 1895. The said Augustus Charles Woolley and Frederick 
John Bevis will continue the said business under the style of A. G. 
Woolley & Bevis. 

Samuel Tilley and Samuel Tardley Tilley (Tilley ft Son), 
Solicitors, 56, High Road, Eilbum, and 25, Bedford Row, by mutual 
consent as fix>m Jan. 7. 

Hadden Woodward, Llewellyn Wynn McLeod, and Reginald 
Herbert Blyth (Hadden Woodward, McLeod ft BlythX Solicitoia^ 
Q, New Square, Lincoln's Inn, as from Jan. 18, by mutual oonsent 
The said Hadden Woodward and Llewellyn Wynn McLeod will in 
future carry on business under the style of mdden Woodwud ft 
McLeod. 



APPOINTMENTS. 

Thomas Henry Bolton, Esq., Solicitor, has been appointed a Taxing 



Master in the Chancery Division, High Court of Justice. 
James Charles Whitehome, Esq., Q.C., has been appointed Judge of 
County Court, Circuit No. 21, in the place of Judge Chalmers. 
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WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS' LIST. 



To be published in a few days. 

THOMSON'S PEIVGIPLE8 OF EaUITT. AHB EQITITY 

PRACTICE OF THE COUNTY COURT: for the use of rractitioners In the 
Chanoeiy Divkioa of the High Coart and in the Comty Ooort. With Breoedents 
of Pleadings, Atfidavits, Judgments, kc. Sy Andsbw Thomsos, B.A., LL.D., 
Barrtster-atrLaw ; formerly Lecturer and Reader on Equity to the Incorporated 
Law Sociefgr ; and afterwards Profesaor of Equity to the Inns of Conrt. 

Crown 8V0., cloth. Is. 6(Z. 

THE LAW OF ABBITRATIOH. Being the Arbitration Act, 
1889. With Notes of Statutes, Rules of Court, Forms and Cases, and an Index. 
By W. OuT&AX Crxws, Solicitor, &c, with Honours, H. T. 1866. 

Now ready. Demy 8vo., doth, I2t. Sd. 

DEBENTTTRES.— The Debentures and Debenture Stock of Trading 
and other Companies. With Forms. By Edward Maxsox, of the Middle Temple, 
Barrister-at-Law, and late Scholar of Brasenoee College, Oxford, Author of **The 
Law of Trading Companies," ko. 

Second Edition, Revised and Enlarged. Demy 8vo., clotb, 9f. 

FRAITD AND MISEEPBESEHTATION.-A Short Treatise 

on the Law rdating to Fraud and Misrepresentation. By Stdxkt Hastings, B^A., 

of fiM Inner Temple, Eanieter-at-Law, Author of "A Treatise on the Law of 

Torts,'* Ac, kc. 

**Thi8 is a very usefhl little treatise. It is well and clearly written, and the cases 

are brought well up to date." — Law Times. 

Now ready. Demy 8ro., 700 pages, cloth, 25«. 

EHOIISH PATEH'T PRACTICE. — With the Acts, Rules, 
Forms and Precedents, and Notes of all the Recorded Cases. Illustrated with 
Sketdies. ^y H. Cuntkohaicb, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, late Royal Engineers. 

Now ready. Crown 8vo., cloth, 10*. 6d. 

COMPAJflES' WORK ATID MINIKG LAW IN NEW 

SOUTH WALES AND VICTORIA. A Treatise f.>r the Guidance of Solicitors, 
Directors, Investors, and others. By Alfrsd db Lissa, Barrister -at -Law, 
Sydney, N.S.W. 

Royal 8vo., cloth, iSf. 

SERVICE OUT OP THE JURISDICTION. By Francis 

Tatlor Pigoott, M.A., LL.M., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law; late 
Legal Adviser to the Japanese Cabinet; Author of "Foreign Judgments," "Ex- 
territoriality," "Principles of the Law of Torts," kc 



Small 4to., sewn, Zs. 

CflRONOLOOICAL TABLE OF PUBLIC OENSRU. ACTS 

IN FORCE. 90 H<>n. Ill (1235) to 67 H 68 Vict. 18M. By Paul Snioun, 
of Lincdn's Inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
** The veiy small compass in which Mr. Strickland has indicated the whole nd^ 
matter of the Acts renders it of the greaten use."— ITsdUy BegisUr, 
** This is a useful publication."— /rOik Law Times. 
" Showa at a glance the present oonditiou of the Statute book."— JfiindUiCer OmriiM 

Now ready. Second Edition, royal 8vo. 1,100 pages, ckth,ati. 

THE PRINCIPLES OF RATING as appUed to Railw&ya, 
Docks, Tramways, Oas and Water Works. Coal and other Mines, Electric Ugbtbg 
Works, Manufactories, and other Hereditaments. With a oompleto Digeet d 
Cases, and aU the important Statutes dealing with Local Bating. By Edvxd 
BoTLB, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, and G. HnioPBXirs-DAni^ 
Fellow of the Surv^ors' Institute, kc 

Demy 8vo., cloth, 64. 

AN OUTLINE OF CRIMINAL LAW as regards OfencM 
against Individuals. Primarily for Students. By Richard E. Chekst, BtziMer- 
at-Law. 

Crown 8vo. Witi Portrait 2s. 

BR AMWELLIAN A : or, Wit and Wisdom of Lord BramwelL By 
Edward Mansox, of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

Crown 8vo., cloth, is. Sd. 
DOO LAW.— The Law relating to Dogs. By Edwaed MaS30S, of 
tiie Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
Demy 8vo., cloth, 12». 6(1. 

THE LAW OF THE PRESS: A Digest of the Uw eipecoUj 

affecting Newspapers ; with a Chapter on Foreign Press Codes ; and an Amndb 
OQOtaining the Text of all the Leading SUtntes. By Josxph B. Fisheb, EA., a 
the Middle Temple and the Northern Circuit, Eaq., Barrister-at-Law, and Jiin 
Andrbw Strahait, LL.B., of the Middle Temple and Midland Circuit, Etqt 
Barrister-at-Law. 

Bxayal 8vo., cloth, 21«. 
EXTERRITORIALITY, The Law Relating to Consalar Jaw- 
diction, and to rasldenoe in Oriental OnontrieB. By F. T. PniGon, M.A., LLM^ 
Barrister at-Law ; late Legal Adviser, to the Japanese C^Uiet. This ^^ 
tains Special Chapters on the effect of "Foreign Jurisdiction" on Dcuidi^ 
NatDralisatkn, Marriage^ Divorce, Bankrupt^, Companies, Contracture 



*«* A Catalogue of Modem Law Bo6k$^ jutt mueA, sent free on appUoaUon. 
LoNDOx: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limetbd, Law PuBLXsmBS, 27, Flebt Stbibt, E.C. 

Second Edition, thorougrUy revised. Demy Svo., 2 Vols., cloth, 88s. 
Cash Price, 80s. (Postagre, Is.) 

BRETT'S COMMENTARIES 

ON THE 

PRESENT LAWS OP ENGLAND. 



By THOMAS BRETT, 




Leading Cases in Modern Equity; and late Lecturer in Equity to the Incorporated Law Society. 
\* The main idea of this book is to bring into special prominence the present and living law, and only to deal with past law,ortW 
which is practically obsolete, so far as it is necessary to enable the reader to understand the present. 



OPINIONS OF 

"We are glad to observe in the present edition the marks of careful i 
leTision. ... It {is a comprehensive outline of existing English law, I 
contained in a marvellously small compass, well arranged and so 
oontrived, by tbe insertion of illustrative cases and extracts, as to be 
faiteresting, instead of repuluve, to the student. On some subjects a 
list of leading recent cases is added, the effect of them being shortly 
stated. The account of the Settled Land Acts, at pp. 145-156, may 
be commended as a very good piece of exposition. The index has 
been Improved, and a word must be said as to the attractive type and 
convenient size of the volumes." — Solicitors* Journal. 

"The snccess which we predicted for this book on its first appear- 
ance, only a year ago, seems to be now fully assured, for wo already 



THE PRESS. 

have before us a seccmd edition. . . . Mr. Brett Is ^K ,, 
fortunate in being ciUed upon so soon to bring out a new editjtf 
because he has thus been afforded an opportunity of availing hiosu 
of tbe suggestions of his friends and the criticism of bis reriewen ^ 
correcting the errors which were inevitable in a first edition, and i* 
of incorporating the numerous Acts which have, since the pablioftttai 
of his first edition, been placed upon the statute-book by an exoeediogl: 
active Legislature." — Law Journal. 

''The compilation has been done with care, and the new edition i 
up to date, and is altered to include the legislation of last f*"'*" ' 
Law Notes, 
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COXJET OF APPEAL AND HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE— CHANCEEY DIVISIOK 



HILARY SITTINGS, 1896. 









BOTA OP BEGISTBAES IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUING WEEK 






Datb. 


Afpbal 

GODBTiL 


Ms. Jvtnoi 
Chittt. 


1 

NOBTH. STIBLIXO. 


Mx. JCSTXS 
Kbuwich. 


Mr. Jdsticb 

BOKBB. 


Datb. 


Ifadtj. 


Feb. 


3 


Mr. PDgh 


Mr. Leach 


Mr. Clowes 


Mr. L&vie 


Mr. Farmer 


Mr. Pemberton 


Mon!ay. F«b. 




Vmiv 


»» 




.. Be.1 


„ Qadtnj 


„ Jackson 


M CarringtoQ 


» Bolt 


.. Ward 


Tuesday „ 




vredBflKbj 


t» 




.. Pngb 


„ LeMh 


„ Clowes 


., Lavie 


„ Fanner 


.» Pemberton 


Wedncstlay „ 




•Stazadij 


at 




M Beia 


« Godfrey 


., Jacksoa 


M Canington 


„ Rott 


>» Ward 


Thoxvlay „ 




Wv 


•* 




.. PoBb 


,, Letch 


„ Clowes „ Lsvie 


„ Farmer 


„ Pemberton 


Friday 




fiitod^r 


»» 




„ Beal 


„ Godfrey " 


„ Jacluon j „ CarringtoB 


» Bdt 


„ Ward 


Satiirday 





%* The Batter VaeatUm toOl oommmee on JMday, tJu Zrd day </ AprU, and terminate on TueaAay, the nth day qf April, 1896, ^oth day* inclutive. 



INNS OF COUET. 



CALLS TO THE BAR. 



BILABT TERM, 1896. 



GBAyS INN. 

Alexander Henry, Sant Ram, Ali Mohomed Khan Dehlavi, Alfred 
Nicol Henderson (clerk to the Gnardians of the Wandsworth and 
Clapham Union), Jehanghir Pefltonii (memher of the University of 
Bombay), and Evelyn Edward Lowther Fawoett 



the imder-mentiQned gentlemen have been called to the Bar by the 
mder-mentioiied Honourable Societies : — . 

LINCOLN'S INN. 

W^IBaitt Searle HoldBW^orth (Baratow Law Sdietanfaip, 1895, and 
gtmleBtdiip 0. L. E., HUary Term, 1896)» B.A., New CoUese^ Oxford ; 
Percy Tliidal-Bobertson, New College, Oxford; Abdnllah Khan 
Bahadur Ynrof-AIi, B.A., LL.B., St. John's College, Cambridge ; 
Chailea William Yickers, St. John's College, Oxford; Pestonjee 
Honnwee Jamsetjee Bnstomjde, St John's College, Cambridge; 
iob^ -mmiphreys Dayies, Linoobi College,- Oxfoid ; Allan Cyprian 
Bnne Webb, Oriel College, Oxfoxd; Chhftguilal Haridas Vora, 
Vmrnndty of London; William Seton Smith, B.A., New College, 
Oxford. 

INNER TEMPLE. 

OMai Knocker Dibb, Cambridge; Alfred Bonnin, BA., Oxford; 
Patrick FnnclB Honter, B.A., Oxford ; Henry Eugene Walter Grant ; 
Thoniaa JUierwood, MA., LL.D., Dublin; Alfred John Callaghan, 
UUD^ Dublin; Bamras Ghanasham Nadkami, Bombay: Syed 
Qnmrul Huda, Cambridge ; Philip Lindsay Buckland, B. A, Oxford ; 
Arthur Frederick Clurence Weber, Oxford ; Walter William Cambier, 
BAh LL.B., Cambridge ; Bruee L]f(ltelton Riehmond, BA., Oxfoid; 
Q^nMi Edwin Hamilton Barreti'Hamilton, B A., Cambridge; George 
Biolimid Laiie-F<a, BA., Oxford; John Arthur Freeman, B.A., 
Cambridge ; and David Henry Crompton. 

MIDDLE TEMPLE. 

Aftbur Staidey Quick, Certificate of Honour, Qmncil- of Legal 

fiftBcatJcm ; John Campbell, London University, Certificate of Honour, 

" ~ of Legal Education, Campbell Foster priseman; Mowbray 

iBodEB; Shah Mohammad Khan Rahman; Beginald Haes 

B.A, Lincoln College, Oxford; Harold William Hensman, 

IJUB^ Jjmdon University, Honours in Jurisprudence and Roman 

Mw; Marie Canulle Joseph Begnard; Gilchrist Gibb Alexander, 

y A^ £glinton Fellow of Glasgow University ; Arthur Rickett, B. A, 

- ^Ui-B^ Honours Christ's College, Cambridge ; Halford Wotton VUmitt, 

■ BlALj' €«aBbridge University ; Arthur Fitzgerald Bowen, B. A., Durham 

UniTersity; Jehangfr Bustomjee Vakharia, Bombay University; 

,^mom$a Jofl^^ l^tmgoaaa, B.A., LL.B^ Trinity Hall, Cambridge ; 

A]k-IX«: JBmoil Ariimr. Powell, BA., Trinity Hall, Cambridge; 

Wtmik Owen O'Neill; Christopher Clarke Hutchinson, Justice of the 

F^aoe, oountyctf Essex; Howard'YiUiers Smith ; Chaw-Hla; Herbert 

Boebof Pap^f^ 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCEBY DIVISION, 



TRANSFER OF AGVI0N8. 



OEDEB OF COUBT. 
Wednesday^ the 22/ici day of Janwiry^ 1896. 

I, Habdinge Stanley, Babon Halsbury, Lord High^Chan- 
ceUor of Great Britain, Do hereby Order that the Actions 
mentioned in tlie Schedule hereto shall be transferred to the 
Honourable Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams. 

SCHEDUtK 
Mr. Justice NoBTH (1896— M.— No. 56). 

In the Matter of The Mersey Bubber Company, Limited. 
Between John Dunn and Another (Plaintiff), and The 
Bubber Company, Limited and Others (Defendants). 

HAL8BUBY, C. 



Mersey 



OBDEB OF COLTIT. 
Monday, the 27*A day of January, 1896. 
I, Habdikos Staklet, Babon Halsbuby, Lord High Chan- 
cellor of Great Britain, Do hereby Order that the Action 
mentioned in the Schedule hereto shall be transferred to the 
Honourable Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams. 

SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice Stiblikg (1895~S.— No. 2320). 
Between Sir John Strachey (on behalf of himself and all other 
holders of the first Mortgage Debentures, and on behalf or himself 
and all other the holders of the.aeoond Mortgage Debentures of the 
Currie Schools, Limited, Plaintiff), and The Currie Sdiools, Limited 
(Def«»4«i> HAMBUBT.C. 
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INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 



EXAMINATIONS IN THE YEAR 1895. 



- SPECIAL PRIZES OPEN TO ALL CANDIDATES. 

SCOTT SCHOLARSHIP. 

Charles Arthur Buckley being, in the opinion of the Council, the 
candidate best acquainted with the Theory, Principles, and Practice of 
Law, they have awarded to him the Soholarship founded by Mr. John 
Scott, of Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

Mr. Buckley serred his Clerkship with Mr. Samuel Learoyd, of 
Huddersfield, and obtained the Prize of the Honourable 
Society of Clement's Inn and the Daniel Reardon Prize at 
the Honours Examination held in April, 1895. 



BRODERIP PRIZE. 



Charles Arthur Buckley being first in order of merit, and having 
shewn himself best acquainted with the Law of Real Property and 
the Practice of Conveyancing, passed a satisfactory Examination, and 
attained honorary distinction, the Council have also awarded to him 
the Prize, consisting of a Gold Medal, founded by Mr. Francis 
Broderip, of Lincoln's Inn. 



LOCAL PRIZES. 



TIMPBON MARTIN PRIZE FOB CAKQIDATES FROM 
LIVERPOOL. 

William Jackson, B.A., from among the candidates from Liverpool, 
having passed the best Examination, and attained honorary distinction, 
the Council have awarded to him the Prize, consisting of a Gold Medal, 
founded by Mr. Timpron Martin, of Liverpool. 

Mr. Jackson served his Clerkship with Messrs. Batesons, Warr & 
Wimshurst, of Liverpool, and obtained a Third Class Certifi- 
cate at the Honours Examination held in June, 1895. 



ATKINSON PRIZE FOR CANDIDATES FROM LIVERPOOL 
OR PRESTON. 

William Jackson, B.A., from among the candidates from Liverpool 
or Preston, having shown himself best acquainted with the Law of 
Real Property and the Practice of Conveyancing, otherwise passed 
a satisfactory Examination, and attained honorary distinction, the 
Council have also awarded to him the Prize, consisting of a Gold 
Medal, founded by Mr. John Atkinson, of Liverpool. 



BIRMINGHAM LAW SOCIETY'S GOLD MEDAL. 

The Examiners reported that there was no one qualified to take 
t hie Prize. 



BIR3IINGHAM LAW SOCIETY'S BRONZE MEDAL. 

Florance Anthony Bainbridge being first in order of meiit among 
the can(Udate8 who are Articled to Members of the Birmingham Law 
Society, and attained honorary distinction, the Council have awarded 
to him the Bronze Medal of the Birmingham Law Society. 

Mr. Bainbridge served his Clerkship with Mr. Charles Gabriel 
Beale, of Birmingham, and Mr. James Samuel Boale, of 
l^ndon, and obtained a Second Class Certificate at the 
Honours Examination held in April, 1895. 



STEPHEN HEELIS PRIZE FOR CANDIDATES FROM 

BiANCHESTEB OR SALFOBD. | 

Cyril Atkinson, from among the Candidates from Misohsster or 
Salford, having passed the best Examination, and attained hoomrj 
distinction, the Counoil have awarded to him the Prize, consisting of 
a Gold Medal, founded in memory of the late Mr. Stephen Heelii, 
of Manchester. 

Mr. Atkinson served his Clerkship with Meurs. Atkinion, 
Saunders k Co., of Manchester, and was placed Fourth in 
the First Class at the Honours Examination, April, 1895.^ 



THE MELLERSH PRIZE. 



Cecil Vinall, from among candidates who have been articled u the 

Counties of Surrey or Sussex, or who are the sons of solidton who 

have resided or practised in either of those Counties, having torn 

himself best acquainted with the Law of Real Pnqierty Md tte 

Practice of ConveyaneiDg, the Council have awarded to him the Pnie 

founded by the late Mr. Robert Edmund Mellersh, of Goditlmiiig. 

Mr. Vinall served his aerkship with Mr. Isaac Vinall, of Lcwa, 

and obtained a Third Class Certificate at the HoBom 

Examination held in November, 1895. 



On Report of the Examination Committee, and 
By Order of the Council, 

E. W. WlLUAMBON, 



Law Socibtt's Hall, 

Chancery Lake, Londok. 

24iA Januarif, 1896. 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 

Thomas Henry Bolton and John Hurden Mote (Bolton & Mote^ 
Solidtors, 11, Gray's Inn Square, by mutual consent Jan. 16. 

Alfred James Reed and Howard Kossuth Bloomer (Reed & BlooB^ 
Solicitors, 6, Flottergate, Great Grimsby, by mutual consent sa no" 
Dec. SI, 1895. 



APPOINTMENTS. 

Jan. 23. The Queen has been pleased to give directions f« the 
appointment of Sir Fielding CUrke (Chief Justice of Hong Kong) 
to be the Chief Justice of Jamaica. 

Jan. 23. The Queen has been pleased to give directions f or fte 
appointment of John Worrell Carrington, Esq., D.CX, CJLJ»- 
(Attorney-General of British Guiana), to be Chief Justice of v» 
Supremo Court of the Colony of Hong Kong. 

Jan. 23. The Queen has been pleased to give directions for the 
appointment of Henry Alleyne Bovell, Esq. (Attome)r-Ge«fw « 
Barbados), to be Attorney-General of the Colony of British Uw«». 

Samuel Lewis, Esq., C.M.G., Barrister-airLaw, Unofficial Membff rf 
the Legislative Counoil of the Colony of Sierra Leone, Mid fw 
Mayor of the City of Freetown, has received the honour of hmgw 
hocid. , 

William James Smith, Esq., Chief Justice of the SupremeCourt of 
the Island of Cyprus, has received the honour of Ejughthood. 

Henry Pering Pellew Crease, Esq., has received the honour of KnigWj 
hood on his retirement from the Bench of the Supreme Court oi 
British Columbia, in the Dominion of Canada. 

Charles Frederick Farran, Esq., Chief Justice of ttie ^f^^^ 
Judicature, Bombay, has received the honour of Knighthsod. 

Lyttleton Holyoake Bayley, Esq., late P^^ne Judge of the Higli 
Court, Bombay, has received the honour of Knighthood. 
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WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS' LIST. 



To be pobltalied in « fiBw 6»js. 

TEOMSOH'S FSnrCIPLES OF BQUITT, AVD EQIHTT 

PRACTICE OF THE COUNTY COURT: Ibr the ose of Pcactitioiiera in the 
CbaaoeiT Dinrian of the High Court and In the Coim^ Court. With Praoedents 
or Fleoinnff>i Aflldayifei^ Jndgniente, tc By Ajtobbw Tnomov, B.A., LL.D., 



xwTVHT-wMiws finMrlj LeotOTer and Reader on Bqni^ to the Inoocpontod 
Law Society; and afterwaida ProAaBorior EqaUj to the Inna of Court. 

Crown 8viK, clolh^ Yf. 9d, 

TEB LAW OF ABBITBATIOH. Being the AiUteticm Act, 

18M. With Nolaa of Stalatoe, Rnka of OMvt» Fonna and Caaea^ and an Index. 
^ W. OoTBAM Csnws, SoUdtar, te^ wUh Honour^ H. T. 1866, 
How ready. Demj Sto., doth, 12<. 6d. 
DKBKll TU RB8.— The Debentunsand Debenture Stock of Trading 
aBdodkerCampanlBB. Wi^ Fonna. By Edwakd MAvaov, of the Middle Temnl^ 
Banfatar-at-Law. and late Scholar of BraaeDoee CoUeg^ Ozftrd, Anthor of "The 
Law of Tmding Oompaniea," ftc 

Seoond Edition, Reviaed and Enlarged. Demy 8to., doth, 9«. 

FRAUD AMD MI8S«PS«8BVTATIOV.-A Short Treatiw 

on the Lnw relating to Frand and Miarqneaentation. By Stbvkt HAamroa, B. A., 
or the Inner Tcmpk;, BarriaterHii-Law, Anthor of ««A Treattae on the Law of 
Tort^* Ac., Ac 
"lUaianvMynaeAilUttletreatlM. It ia wdl and clearly written, and the cases 
aie.hraagbt wdl vp to date."— law A'a«s. 

Kow ready. Demy 8vo., TOO pagea* doth, 28«. W- 

VKQJJSR PATBVT PSACTICE. — Witli the Acts, Bales' 
Fomaand Pieoedenta, and NoCea of aU the Recorded Caaee. lUwtrated with 
fikatcfaea. By H. Custhohaiu, M.A., Banrlator-at-Law, lato Royal Engineers. 

Nowlready. Crown 8to., doth, lOt. 6d. 

OOHPAnES* WOBK AVD MIVIHG LAW IH VEW 

8IH7TH WALES AND TICTORIA. A Treatlae for the QoidanM of Sdldtora, 
Dtoeetarv, InTeatorBk and otfaera. Bf Alvebd ds Lisba, Banlatar-at-Law, 
Sydneyt A«S«W^* 

Royal 8m, cloth, 15$. 

SEBYICE OUT OF THB JQRISDICTIOV. By Francib 

Tatlok FlOGOTT, M.A., LL.M., of the Middle Temple^ Barristor^t-Law ; Ute 
Legal Adviser to the Japaneee Cabinet; Anthor of "Fordgn Judgments," '^Ex- 
•SoftheUwofTorta,"*c 



Small 4to., aewn, 8^ 

CflROVOLOOICAL TABLE OF PUBLIC OEVBBAL ACTS 

IK FORCE. 80 Hen. IIL (1236) to 67 It 68 Viot. 1884. Bj Paul Otuxxlaxd, 
of Lincoln'a Inn, Barrlater-at-Law. 

"Will be lioand oaafol to the practitioner Ibr many parpoeea."— £a« Quarterly 
Betfttw, 
- Thia ia a naefU pabUoatfon."— Jritft Law Kmat. 
" ShowB at aglanoe thepreae a t condition of the Statute book."— JfaNdhesfsr Ouatdiati, 

' Vow veady. Seoond EdItioB, royal Sro, 1,100 pagea, doth, aif. 

THB FBIHCIPLE8 OF BATIBO as applied to Railways, 

Dock4 Trsmwaya, Qaa and Water Works, Coal and other Mines, Electrto Lighting 
Worka, Mannftctories, and oOier Hereditaments. With a complete Digeat ot 



Gaaea, and aU the important Statntea dealimc with Local Ratfaig' 
BoTLB, of the Inner Temple, Barrieter«t-La^ ' " 



By Edward 

„. . , , G. HDllFHmilB.DAVIE8, 

Fellow of the Surveyors' Instttate^ &o. 

Demy Svo., doth, 6«. 

AV OXrrLnn of CRIMIirAL law as renurds Oifenoes 
against Indlvldoala. Primarily for Students. By Rxchabd R. Cbux, Barrister* 
at-Law. 

Crown 8VO. Wit!i Portrait at. 

BB AMWELLIAK A : or, Wit and wisdom of Lord Bnunwell. By 
Edward , M ahsdv, of the Middle Temple^ Barrtater-at-Law. 

Crown SvD., cloth, Zi» 6jl. 

DOO L AW.— The Law relating to Dogs. By Edward Mahbon, of 
the Middle TemplflbBarriator-at-Law. ' 

D emy 8vo., doth, 12f. Od. 

THB LAW OF THB PBB88 : a Digest of the Law espedally 
aifectfaig Newnaperst with a Chapter on Foreign Preas Codea ; and an Appendix 
containfaig the Text of all the Leading Statntea. By Joesra R. Fohxr, B.A., <tf 
the Middle Temple and the Northern Circuit, Eaq., Barrister-at-Law, and Jamib 
AxDRRW SxRAHAir, LL.B., of the Middle Temple and Midland Cironit Eaq.. 
Barriater-at-Uw. ■» — h. 

. Bo yal'Svo., doth, m. 

BXTBBBITOBIALITT. The Law Belatinfc to Consular Jnris- 
dlctioD, and to residence in Oriental Countries. By F. T. Piooorr, M.A., LL.M., 
Barrister at-Law ; late Legal Adviser to the Japanese Cabinet. Thia book con- 
taina Special Chapters on the effect of «« Foreign Juriadlctlaa" on DomicilQ, 
NaturaUaation, Marriagei Divoroeb Bankiupfay, Companiee^ Contracta, te. 



%* A CkUdlogue of Modem Law Book$^ Just imued^ §&nt free <m appHecOiotL 
London I WILLLIM CLOWES ft BONS^ LDOxiDb Law Pdbluhebs, 27, Flbr Stbiet» £.C. 



JIJBT BBUU>T. Fourth Bditi02i» with Portrait. Grown Svob, cloth. 7a. 0d. 

THE HISTOBT OF THE ENGLISH PARLIAMENT: 

Its Qrowth and Development through a Thousand Years {800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Author of *« The Histoiy of the EsgliflhOonstitation.'' 

Trandated by Profesaor A. H. EEANE, B.A., F JLG^a 
** English readers will certainly welcome a history of the English Parliament by the greatest living authority on the Continent"' 

** It completes the yast surrey of our English institutions ... to which so great a portion of Dr. Oneist's lahorious life has been 
-jSsil^ Newe. 



London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS. Ldotkd, Law Pubushkbs, 27, Fleet Street, E.O. 
CHEAP EDinOir. Demy 8vo.» cloth. lOa. 

THE HISTOBT OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Piofeasor of Law in the University of BerliiL 
TranOaied hy PHILIP A. ASHWOBTH, of (he Liner Temple, Eeq^ BarrUter-aJ^Laiw. 

** No foreigner has done more than Professor Oneist to examine and make dear the history and nature of the English Constitution. . • . 
He diseoaws such vital fueetUmB as. Whither are we drifting? How far do recent changes in the franchise accord with the whole spirit of 
the coBstilntioin 7 What is in store for us with democracy supreme ? On such questions as these the opinion of a foreigner who is a scholar, 
hat no hookworm, and who has sedulously studied our institutions, is certainly much more weighty than that of most Englishmen. • . At 
this time these volumes are especially instructive. They cast light on almost all tiie great questions of current politics."— lYmet. 

%* lAhrciry JBdition, 2 voU., 8vo., 82s. 



London: WILLIAM OLO WES k SONS, Limitrd, Law Pcbushebb, 27, Fleet Street, E.O. 
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Kow Beady, Thizd Xditlon, thorougbly rwisad to date^ demy Sro., dotb, 16«. 

THE LAW OF COPYRIGHT. 

INCLTJDINO 

The AMERIOAN OOPYBI0HT ACT, tbe BEBNE GOISfV^KTIOlSr, the conseqaent OBBEB IN dOUNOlL, 

AND CASES TO DATE. 

By THOMAS EDWARD SCRUTTON, M.A., LLB., Barrister-at-Uw, 

Author of '< The Merehani Shipping Ad, 1894," "" CharterpaHi^ and Bm% of Lading,^ &o^ and 



Lecturer in Common Law to the Incorporated Law Society, 
'^ We think it is not only the easiest, hut the most useful and pnciical work on copyright.*' — Law Quarterly Beview. 



London: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, LmixBD, Law Publishebs, 27, Flbbt Strbkt, KC. 

lU^al Svo.f cloth f Ssm 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giving a General Summary of the Act and a oopions and useful Index, both io the sections of the Aot and the different hssdings 
of the synoptAs, with' the Forms used and iustraotions as to the Duty. To which is idso added the Finance Axst, 1894, and a list of the 
.Forms used in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

{Of the Legacy Duty Office^ Somerset House). 

AUTHOR OF THB <'TABLB OF THB BNOUBH DEATH DUTIES^*' *'A SHORT IKDSX,** ETO., ETC. 

** Will be fuund lueftil In masteriog the Intricaciw of the mttaion."— Truth. \ ** A very eervioeable oompanlaD to tboee wlwee duty it Is to nuuttr a dUBcolt Ad of 

. " Prefei^tB .... spccUl ixutmctloiu as to the new dnt^."—DaU!f Tel^^rapk. \ parliament."— 2.aio Jowmal. 

London : WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Publishers, 27, Fleet Street, E.C. 
Seventh Edition* Hoyal 8vo., cloth, 388, 

ROBSON'S BANKRUPTCY. 

Containing a full exposition of the Principles and Practice of the Law, including the Law under the Bankruptcj 
Acts, 1883 and 1890 ; the Bankruptcy (Discharge and Closure) Act, 1887 ; the Debtors Act, 1869 ; the Bills of Sale 
Acts, 1878 and 1882 ; Section 10 of the Judicature Act, 187^ ; also the Law relating to Private Arrangements with 
Creditors, and the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887. With an Appendix comprising the Statutes, Rules, Orders and 
Forms, including Forms of Statutory Compositions and St;hemes, ic, 

BY 

GEORGE YOUNG ROBSON, Esq., 

Barrlster-at-Law. 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 

'* In spite of rivals, RobtoiCs Law and Practiee in Banhrupt^-'-ui exoellent treatise, we always thought-Hnaintains its positiim ^J^ 
literature. It has now eotefed its seTeutli edition. The sixth emtfon was published before the Aot of 1867, and consequently that Act «» 
the Act of 1890 have had to be dealt with. The chapter on Bills of Sale is now put at the end of the volume. Beyond thii^^ 
are no changes. The jodieial deoisioiis of recent years are duly noted, and Bobson on Bankruptcy remains an efficient and up-to-daw 
text-book." — Law Times. 

**This standard work on bankruptcy has reached another edition, the author wisely considering that in consequence of the many >mp(4*^ 
dases recently decided atid the issue of the new rules, a new edition was desirable. We compliment the learned author on the ^'*'?J^ 
keeping bis work well up to date. Of this edition we mav fairly say, as of others, no practitioner with bankruptcy work should he witflou 
it ; ana as long as the author pursues the wise course of issuing fresh editions well up to date^ we shall be able to accord future editioDfl w 
same praise."— iaw Notes. ^ 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SON&!, Limited, Law Publishers, 27, Fleet Street, RC. 
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HOUSE OF LORD S.— Session 1896.— No. 1. 



List, as far as possible, of effective Causes only. 



CAUSES STANDING FOR HEABING. 

Fledge t. White and Others (in part heard) . . . England. 
Craig r. Midland Coal, Coke, and Iron Companv, Limited,! -r. , . 

tnd Others (in part hea/d) . ... ./England. 

Ogston V. Stewart (in part heard) ' Scotland. 

Johnstone and Others v. Haviland and Others. . . Scotland. 
Oyetseers of the Savoy and Another v. Art Union of^ Eno-land 

London . • • • • • • . ./^* 

Beddaway and Others v. Banham and Others . . . England- 
Rnnkett (Pauper) v, Dahlin, Wicklow, and Wexfordl T-f»i„„,i 

Sailway Company / ^'^"*"*** 

Liddell r. Liddell and Another England. 

Holme and King v. Mayor, &c., of Stockpjrt . . . England. 

Dedey and Others v. Perkes England. 

Btmes, Ex parte England. 

Hood BarFB v. Heriot Englandl 

Cory Brothers and Co., Limited v. The Turkish Steamship 1 jj^„in^^ 

Guardians of the Poor of West Ham Union r. Church-\ tj.„„i«„j 
wardens, &a, of SL Matthew, Bethnal Green . . / ^^^^g^a^^- 



Mayor, &c., of Manchester v. McAdam .... England. 
Earl of Mountcashell v, More-Smyth .... Ireland. 

Grainger and Son v. Gough • England. 

Hulbert and Crowe v. Cathcart England. 

Houlder Brothers and Company and Others r. Queensland! Eng-in..^ 
Meat Export and Agency Company, Limited . ./ ^ 



CAUSES STANDING FOR JUDGMENT. 



Scholficld V, Earl of Londesborough. 



Allen V. Flood and Another 



^Lord Chancellor. 
Lord Watson. 
Lord Macnaghten. 
Lord Morris. 
Lord Shand. 
VLord Davey. 
Lord Chancellor. 
Lord Watson. 
Lord Herschell. 
Lord Macnsghteiio 
Lord Morris. 
Lord Shand. 
,Lord Davey. 



LIST OF BUSINESS 
FOE THE JUDICIAL COMMITTEE OF THE PEIVY COUNCIL 



FEBRUARY and MARCH, 1896. 



{The Sittings will commence at half -past ten a,m,, on Tuesday, the 11th February.) 



INDIAN APPEALS. 



Came. 



Whence. 



Jogeswar Karain Deo • . 

1?. 
Bam Chand Dntt and Others 



Sn Baja Papamma Rao . ' 
r. 

6ii Yira Fratapa Korkonda 
H. Y. Bamachandra Bazu 
and Another • • . ., 

Baijnath Sahai • . . . 

V. 

Bamgnt Singh and Others . 



Kabeshar Bakhsh Singh 

V. 

^Utan Singh and Others 

Bhaiya Azdawan Singh A 

Baja Udey Partab A. D.( 
Singh »••...] 



Bengal 



Madras 



Oudh 



Oudh 



Beoord received. 



Set down fur 
UeariDg. 



27 May 1895 > 10 Dec. 1895 



8 Oct. 1894 



8 Jan. 1893 



IS Feb. 1895 



20 Feb. 1895 



6 Jan. 1896 



20 Jan. 1896 



20 Jan. 1896 



27 Jan. 1896 



Subject. 



Solicitor?. 



Constmction of Will — 
Nature of interest taken 
thereunder by a Hindu 
widow in a share of a 
zemindari. 

Question whether on the 
true construction of a 
Decree the Mortgagor's 
equity of redemption was 
extinguished. 

Alleged invalidity of a Col- 
lector's sale for arrears 
of road-cess by reason of 
material irregularity — 
Limitation. 

Question whether a mort- A. 
gage executed by a widow 
is binding on the reyer- R, 
sioners — Legal necessity. 

Question whether Appel- A. . 
lant is entitled to certain 
proprietary rights in two S. 
villages as against his 
Taluqdar, the Respon-. 
dent---Effect^of an award. 



A. . Freshfields & WU- 

! liams. 
«. . I J. F. Watkins. 



A. . j Burton, Yeates & 

\ Hart. 
— i Ex parte. 



A, . 
R, . 



T. L. Wilfion & Co. 
J. F. Watkins. 

J. F. Watkins. 
Barrow & Rogers. 
Barrow & Rogers. 
J. F. Watkins. 
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Canse. 


Whence. 


Record receive!. 


Set down for 
Hearing. 


Subject. 


SoUdton. 


E. 0. Muthnswami Muda-i 


Madras .... 


2 April 1895 


23 Oot. 1895 


HelrBhip as between cer- 


A. . 


Pemberton, Guih 


liyar and Others . . . 








tain Bandhns — Mitak- 




A Cope. 


V. 


1 






shara Law. 


B. . 


Lawfoid, Water. 


Sunambedu Mnthukama- 


' 










hoQBe ft Uf. 


raswami Mudaliyar . . 


1 










ford. 


Caspersz (Receiver t6 the] 


Bengal .... 


15 May 1893 ' 4 Feb. 1896 


Proprietary rights over 


A. . 


T.L,Wil8(iii*Co. 


Estate of the Bhukoilas 








forest estates— who were 






Ghosal family) 


. 






the parties liable for 


B. . 


Neish, HoweQ & 


V. 








felling and removing 




Macfarlue. 


Kishori Lai Roy Chowdhry 








timber. 






and Others 








• 






Toolsey Per8aud*Bhuckt . 


Bengal .... 


8 Oct 1894 


5 Feb. 1896 


Validity of certain mort- 


A. . 


T.L.WilMO&Gai 


Benayck Misser . . . . j 








gages—alleged nndue 
inflnepco— questions of 


9. . 


.Wrenjhnore & Si* 




j 








hoe. 


Raja Mahammad Mumtaz 
AliKhan 


Oudh 


5 Mar. 1894 


5 Feb. 189^ 


Claim by Appellant to pos- 


A. . 


T.L.Wilwi4CoL 








session of a village- 






V. 








Validity of a Dfecree of 






SheorattaDJir and Another . 








the Settlement- Court 
under which the Re- 
spondents claim sub-pro- 
prietary rights. 


B. . 


Walker ABowe. 



COLONIAL APPEALS. 



Cause. 



A\Tience. 



Ogilne \ Western Australia 

V. I 

West Australian Mortgage)' 

and Agency Corporation,) 

Limited .... 



Record receive j. 



Set down for 
Hearing. 



Owners of SS. ** Cyphrcnes 

SS. "LaFlandro" . . 

King 

r. 

The Victoria Insurance- 
Company, Limited . 



Newfoundland 
Queensland . 



18 July 1894 ; 13 Dec. 1895 

I 



27 Mar. 1895 I 2 Jan. 1896 



23 Nov. 1895 7 Jan. 1896 



Subject. 



I 



SoUdton. 



Banker and customer — 
payment of forged 
cheques — ^whether Ap- 
pellant estopped by his 
acts from recovering 
against the Respondents. 

Collision 



Attorney-General for New) New South Wales 
South Wales . . . .d 



2 Nov. 1895 22 Jan. 1896 



Rennie 



Hiddle and Another . . 
r. » 

The 'National Fire and 
Marine Insurance Com- • 
pany of New Zealand 



New South Wales 



23 Sept. 1895 



3 Feb. 1896 



Policy of insurance — 
Whether certain damage 
was within the rifi&s 
covered thereby — Com- 
petency of Respondents 
to sue in their own name 
— Assignment of a chose 
in action — Judicature 
Act, 1873, sec. 25 (6). 

Payment gf members of. 
the Legislative Assembly 
—Whether the Parlia- 
mentary Representatives* 
Allowance Act, 1889, is 
a pei^nanent or a tem-. 
porary Act. 

Claim under a Fire Policy 
— ^Whether an account 
delivered by Appellants 
to.Respopdents satisfied 
the conditions of the 
policy. 



A. . 

B, . 



R. . 

A. . 

J?. . 



Sharpe, Pi*h; 

Pritchaida k 

Barham. 
]tfarkby,8tenrt* 

Co. 

Rowdiffes, Bawk 

&Go. 
Stokes ftStoloA 
FreshfleldaAT^ 

liams. 
Phelps, Sedgwi* 

ftBiddie. 



Bell, Biodiick I 



B. .^ G. M. Light 



/?. 



Snow, Shot J 
Fox, , , 
^11, Bwdridc J 
.Gray. 



ECCLESIASTICAL APPEAL. 



Caaee. 



Whence. 



A Beneficed Clerk 

V. 

Lee «... 



Consistory Court of 
the Diocese of 
London. 



ret down for Hearing. 



Subject 



23 Jan. 1896 



Jurisdiction of the Consistory 
Court under the Clergy Dis- 
cipline Act, 1892. 



SoUdton. 



A, . 
R, . 



W. Carpenter* Sfitf 
^usemBnftOo> 
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PATENT CASES. 



Rowan's Patent 

(Improvments in riveting and drilling 
apparatfu). 
Dolbear'9 Patent 

(Jmprovementi in deetriecd eMe$). 



Fotition Lodged. 



2 Sept. 1895 
19 Sept. 1895 



6iil(J«:t 



Prolongation of Patent dated 20th February, 
1882, No. 815. 

Prolongation of Patent dated 21st March, 
1882, No. 1368. 



Sollcltons. 



Pet Faithful! & Owen. 



Pet Norris, Aliens k 

I Chapman. 
Opp, Waterhouae, Winter- 

I botham, Harrison 

I & Harper. 

I Wilson, Bristows & 

I Garpmael. 



SPECIAL REFERENCE. 



Subject. 


PeUtloDB Lodged. 


Solicitors. 


.Pe&tioBs of The Mercers' Company and of The Goyeming Body of 
St. Paul's School, London, against a Scheme framed by the Charity 
Commissioners in relation to St. Paul's School under the Endowed 
Sehoola Acts. 


29 Nov. 1894 .... 


Fet, 
0pp. 


Freshflelds & Vrilliams. 
Farrer & Co. 



JUDGMENTS. 



Cause. 


Whence. 


Beoord receiyed. 


Set down for 
Hearing. 


Sntdect 


, SpUciton. 


Fielding and Others. . . 


Nova Scotia . , . 


26 Sept. 1894 


2 Mar. 1895 


Legality of the arrest and 


A. . 


Hill, Son & Rick- 


V. 








committal to gaol of the 




ards. 


Tbomaa 








Bespondent, by order of 
the House of Assembly of 


H. . 


Paines, Blyth & 


iHeard 26 July 1895. 










Huxtable. 


Present: The Lord 








Nova Sootia,for contempt 






OhaneeOor, Lords 








alleged to have been com- 


. 




HertckeU, Watson, 








mitted by him in the face 
of the House, he being 






Macnaghten^ Morris, 












amd Davey, and Sir 








one of its members. 






Biehard Couch.) 














Reynolds and Another • . 


Nova Scotia. . . 


29 Jan. 1895 


4 Juno 1895 


Whether a certain coal- 


A, . 


Andrews & An- 


V. 








mining area was vacant 




drews. 


The Attorney-General for 








at the date of an applica- 


/?. . 


Bompas, Bischoff, 


Kora Scotia and Others . 






tion by one of the Re- 




, Dodgson & Co. 


{Heard 30 July 1895. 






spondents for a lease 
thereof — Revised Sta- 






Present : Lords 










Watson^ MorriSy and 








tutes of Nova Scotia, 






Davey, and Sir 








chapter 7, and Act 23 of . 






Richard Cowh,) 








1889 amending the same. 






The Attorney-General of 


Supreme Court of 
Canada. 


18 May 1895 


2 July 1895 


Power of the Provincial 


A. . 


Freshfields & Wil- 


Ontario | 






Legislatures to make Pro- 


1 . liams. 


V. t 








hibitory Liquor Laws. 


1 


The Attorney-General of 










R. . Bompas, Bisohoff, 


the Dominion of Canada 










Dodgson & Cc-tj 


and the DistiUers' and 










Linklater, Hack- 


Brewers' Association of 








1 wood, Addison & 


Ontario 








1 Brown. 


(Heard 7 August 1895, 
Present: The Lord 














ChaneeOor, Lords 














Hersehdl, Waison, 














and Daveyy and Sir 
Biehard Couch,) 
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Cause. 



Whence. 



JXorendm Kath Sirear andji Bengal 
Another .... 



Eamalbasmi Dasi . . J 
{Heard 12 November 
1895. Present : Lords 
Mcumdghteny and 
Morrisj and Sir 
Bichard Couch,) 



Hurri Bhusan Kookerji 

V, 

Upondra Lai Mookeijl and 

Otheis 

{Heard 13 November 
1895. Present: Lords 
Hobhouscj Macnagh- 
ten, and Morris, and 
Sir Richard Couch,) 
MorriB (Official Liquidator 
of the Bonaog Gold Min- 
ing Company Limited) . 

17. 

Brown • ^ 

(Heaird 15 November 
1895. Present: Lords 
Hobhouse, Macnagh- 
ten, and Morris, and 
Sir Bicliard Couch.) 

Cochrane 

«•. 
Macniflh and Son . . . 
(Heard 23 November 
1895. Present : Lords 
Hobhouse, Macnagh- 
ten, and Morris, and 
Sir Bichard Coucji.) 
The Council of the Muni-^ 
cipality of Brisbane and 
Others 



Bengal 



r. 
Fauset 



and 



Clark and 

Another J 

(Heard 5 December 
1895. Present: Lords 
Hobhouse, Macnagh- 
ten, and Morris, and 
Sir Bichard Couch.) 

Cbadwick 

r. 
The Executors of Manning 
{He^rd 6 December 
1895. Present: Lords 
Hobhouse, Macnagh- 
ten, and Morris, and 
Sir Bichard Couch,) 



New South Wales 



Jamaica . 



Beoord received. 



25 Jane 1894 



Set down for 
Hearing. 



3 Oct 1895 



3 July 1898 



18 Dec. 1894 



20 Apr. 1895 



Queensland 



95 



17 Oct. 1896 



8 June 1895 



15No7. 1895 



18 Nov. 1895 



Subject. 



Construction of Will — 
Whether a bequest of 
property to three sons 
conferred upon each an 
absolute title, or whether 
the share of each on his 
death without male issue 
passed to the surriving 
sons — ^Effect of an ar- 
rangement between the 
mother of the two minor 
sons and the widow of 
the eldest — ^Indian Suc- 
cession Act of 1865, 
sec. 111. 

Whether authority was 
given by a husband to 
his wife to adopt a son — 
(Genuineness of an Anu- 
mati Patra — ^Limitation. 



Liability of the Respondent 
to be placed on the List 
of C(Hitributorie8 in the 
wind^g-up of the Bonang 
Company. Definition of 
** contract " in section 57 
of the New South Wales 
Companies Act, 37 Vict. 
No. 19. 



8oU< 



A, 



B, 



Trade Mark Case 



New South Wales , i 10 Apr. 1895 , 21 Nov. 1895 

I 



Claim by Bespondents to 
recover moneys alleged 
to be due on a contract 
— ^Whether contract re- 
scinded and a new 
agreement substituted 
— Queensland Local 
Government Act, 1878. 



Whether an agreement for 
indemnity has been dis- ' 
charged. i B, 



B. 



T.L.WflMii*Oi 
Banow ft Rogen. 



S. 



BanowftBopn. 
T.L.WiknftOi)i 



Lomleyft 
Ez parte. 



C. XJrquhtit 

Fisher. 
TippettsftSoB. 



Anderson ft &» 



Flower, NwmjJ 
Fellowea 



Bell, Brodriek 

Gray. 
Bureh, VbitebM 

JbDaTidmiB. 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 



Charles William Haigh and Henry Walter Nicholson (Haigh & 
Nicholson), Solicitors, Newark-on-Trent, Nottingham, by mutual con- 
sent. The said Henry Walter Nicholson will carry on the said 
business alone. Jan. 29. 



Jan. 



APPOINTMENTS. 

30. The Queen has been pleased to give directions for tt 



appointment of Henry Rawlins Pipon Schooles, Esq. (AttomfJ 

General of Grenada^ to be Attorney-General of Jamaica. 
John Smalman Smith, Esq., late Chief Justice of the Cdony of I^ 

has received the honour of Knighthood. 
His Honour Judge Marten, Q.C., has been appointed Ch>inBS »<^ 

Board of Studies of the Council of Legal JBducation in 

to the Hon. Mr. Justice Mathew. 
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COUET OF APPEAL AND HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE— CHANCEEY DIVISION. 






HILARY SITTINGS, 1896. 






KOTA OF BEGISTKAES IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUING WEEK. 




Date. 


ArPBAL 

Court II. 


Mb. Jtoticb 
Chittt. 


NOSTH. SlIBUKO. 


Mb. Justicb 
Kbxbwich. 


Mb. Justicb 

BOMBB. 


Datb. 


Mflnbj, Feb. 10 


Mr. Letch 


Mr. Rolt 


Mr. CtrrlogtcA 


Mr.Betl 


Mr. Wtrd 


Mr. JtcktoQ 


MonJty. Feb. 


10 


TKriv » 11 


„ Godftey 


„ Ftrmer 


„ Ltvle 


„ Pngh 


„ Pemberhm 


„ Clowes 


Tnesdty „ 


11 


WfldBoday „ 12 


„ L««h 


„ Bolt 


„ Gtrrlngton 


„ Betl 


M Wtiti 


„ JtckaoQ 


Wednesdty „ 


13 


Itandaiy „ 13 


„ Godftey 


„ FtmMr 


.. Ltvle 


.. Pngh 


„ Pemberton 


„ Clowes 


Thnrsdty „ 


13 


Rfchj „ 14 


M Letch 


„ Bolt 


„ CtnrtngtoB 


„ Betl 


„ Wtrd 


„ JtcksoQ 


Fridty 


14 


Slteltkj „ 15 


„ Godfrey 


,, Ftrmer 


„ Uvie 


.. rugb 


„ Pemberton 


„ Clowes 


Sttnrdty 


15 


%* flu BatUr Vacation wai commenee on Friday, the 3rd day qfApra, and terminaU on Tuetday, the 1th day of April, 1896. both dayt indutive. 




1 iMj^'ma x>x&. x&TTX>ox«x»EC ^irozir otzirxixsa*. 




^■■■■M ~^ 





















JUST B3SADT. Fourth Xditioii* with Portrait. Crown 8vo.» oloth. 78. 6cL 

THE HISTOBT OF THE ENGLISH PABLIAMENT: 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years {800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, A«ihorof ''TheHistoiyoftheEngUshConstitation.'' 

Translated by Professor A. H. EEANE, B.A., F.B.G.S. 
** English readers will oertaioly weloome a history of the English Parliament by the greatest Hying authority on the Contiaent.**— 

to which so great a portion of :Dr. Gneisfs laborious life has been 



"It 

dsnjted.' 



the yast surrey of our English institutions 

New9. 



London : WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Ldoted, Law Pubushebs, 27, Fleet Stbeet, E.0. 
CH MAP EDrnOir. Bemy 8vo., oloth. 10s. 

THE HISTOBT OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Professor of Law in the Umversity of Berlin. 

TranOated by PHILIP A. ASHWOBTH, of the Inner Temple, Eiq., Barruter-at-Law. 

* Ho foreigner has done more than Professor Gneist to examine and make dear the history and nature of the English Constitution. 



He diaenases such vital ouestions as. Whither are we drifting? How far do decent changes in the franchise accord with the whole spirit of 
flie ooBstitntion ? What is in store for us with democracy supreme ? On such questions as these the opinion of a foreigner who is a scholar, 
but nobo^wonn, end who has sedulously studied our institutions, is certainly much more weighty than that of most Englishmen. . . At 
Ihis time these yolumes are especially iustructiye. They cast light on almost aU the great questions of current politics." — Ttmet. 

V Idhra^if Editianp 2 vols., 8vo. , 328. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Pubushebs, 27, Fleet Stbeet, E.O. 

Itoyal 8vo,f doth, 58. 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giying a General Summary of the Act and a copious and useful Index, both to the sections of the Act and the different headings 
eC tbe sync^Mis, with the Forms used and instructions rs to the Duty. To which is also added the Finance Act, 1891, and a list of the 
'VoTms used in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

I {Of the Legacy Duty Office, Somerset House), 

ATJTHOB OF THC ''TABLE OF THB SNGLI8H DEATH DUTTES," "A SHORT INDEX,** ETC., ETC. 



** Wm be fcoad mcftal in nusteriog the intricacies of the measure. "—TVuf ft. 
. . special iDstroctkios as to the new dvXj ."—Daily Telegraph. 



I ** A very serviceable companion to those whose dnty it is to master a difficult Act of 
I parliament." — Lav Journal. 



Lokdon: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Pubushers, 27, Fleet Street, E.G. 
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WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS' LIST. 



To be pabllBhed In a few dajB. 

THOMSON'S FRIVCIPLES OF EQUITT, AVD EQUITY 

PRACTICE OF THE COUNTY COURT: for the oae of Practttioiien in the 
Chancery Di>i8ioa of the High Coart and In the Coontj Court. With Precedents 
of Pleadings, AfBdayits, Judgments, kc By Ajmnmw Thoxsom, B.A., LL.D., 
Barrlster-at-Law ; formerly Lectnrer and Reader on Eqoity to the Incorporated 
Law Society ; and afterwards Prafessor of Equity to the Inns of Cooit. 

Crown 8V0., cloth, It, ed. 

THE LAW OF AEBITRATION. Being the Arbitration Act, 
1889. With Notes of Statutes, Rules of Court, Forms and Cases, and an Index. 
By W. OuTBAM Caxwb, Solidtor, kc, with Honours, H. T. 1866. 

Now ready. Demy 8vo., clotb, 12s. 6<2. 
DEBENTURES.— The Debentures and Debenture Stock of Trading 
and other Companies. With Forms. By Edward Maxsox, of the Middle Temple, 
Barrister at-Law, and late Scholar of Brasenoee College, Oxford, Author of **The 
Law of Trading Companies," &c. 

Second Edition, RevLsed and Enlarged. Demy 8to., clotb, 9«. 

FRAUD AND MISREPRESENTATION.— A Short Treatise 
on the Law relating to Fraud and MisrepresenUtlon. By Smxar Hastings, B.A., 
of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, Author of ** A Treatise on the Law of 
Torts," &c., &C. 

V "This is a very uaeftd liitle treatise. It is well and clearly written, and the cases 

arebrought well up to date." — Law Tines, 

Now ready. Demy 8vo., 700 pages, doth, 25«. 

ENGLISH PATENT PRACTICE. — With the Acts, Rules, 

Forms and Precedents, and Notes of all the Recorded Cases. Illustrated with 
Sketches. By H. Cuvticohaiu, M.A., Barrlster-at-Law, late Royal Engineers. 
Now ready. Crown 8vo., clotb, 10». Sd. 

COMPANIES' WORK AND MINING LAW IN NEW 

SOUTH WALES AND VICTORIA. A Treatise for the Quidance of Solicitors, 
Directors, Inveetorsi and others. Bfy Alfkid dx Lusa, Banfater-at-Law, 
Sydn^, N.S.W. 

Royal 8Ta, dotb, lbs. 

SERVICE OUT OP THE JURISDICTION. By Francis 

Tatlob Piggott, M.A., LL.M., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law; late 
Legal Adviser to the Japanese Cabinet; Author of "Foreign Judgments," **Ex- 
territoriality," '* Prindples of the Law of Torts," kc 



Small 4to., KWD, Ss. 

CHRONOLOGICAL TABLE OF PUBLIC GENERAL ACTS 

IN FOBCX. 90 Bra. IIL (133S) to BT It U Vict. 18M. By Paul Szimsuib, 

of Lincoln's Inn, Banister-^t-Law. 
** Will be found useful to the practitioner ibr many purposes."— low Qiurttrif 
Retitw. 
** This is a usetal publication."— /ricA Law Kmcs. 
«* Showa at a glance the present condition of the Statute book.**— Jfonekeitcr OmrUm, 

Now ready. Second Edition, royal 8to. 1,100 pagea, doth, Xi. 

THE PRINCIPLES OF RATING as eppUed to Raflwayi, 

Dodu, Tramways, Oas and Water Works, Coal and other lUnes, Etectite Ugbdng 
Work^, Manufactories, and other Hereditaments. With a oompkle DIgeat tf 
Cases, and all the important Stetntea dealing with Local Batfaig. ByEsvAW 
BoTLB, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, and Q. HuKTBUTs-DATin. 
Fellow of the Surveyors' Instttute, fro. 

Demy 8to., clolh, 6«. 

AN OUTLINE OF CRIMINAL LAW m legwde OffeBce* 

against Indiyidnals. Primarily for Students. By Richakd R. Cnxn, Bsnlfltar- 
at-Law. 

Crown Syo. Witli Pbrtralt. 2t, 
BRAMWELLIAN A : or. Wit and Wudom of Lord BramweU. Bjr 
Edwaud.Maxsox, of the Middle Temple, Barrister ^at>Law. 

Crown 8to., cloth, 3s. 6i. 
DOG LAW.— The Law renting: to Dogs. By Edwabd Mansov, of 
the Middle Temple, Barrister^t-Law. 

Demy 8vo., doth, 12s, 6d. 
THE LAW OF THE PRESS: A Digest of the Law espediUf 
Newspapers ; with a Chapter on Foreign Fieaa Codes ; and aa Amdk 
g the Text of all the LeadUig Statutes. Bj Jobkfe R. Fishbk, B.A., <l 



contalnii.— ,— ^ w. ,—. „ -,^ 

the Middle Temple and the Northern Circuit, Esq.. Banister-ai-Law. tad Jai» 
AHDUW Stbahax, LL.B., of the Middle Temple and Midland Circatt, &q^ 
BaiTlster-afe-Law. 

Rf^al'Svo., doth, 2l«. 
EXTERRITORIAUTT. The Law BeUting to OoBBiilar Jnni- 
dlction, and to residence fai Oriental Oaantrles. By F. T. Piocorr, M.A., LLV.* 
Barrister at-Law ; late Legal Adviser to the Japamwi Cabinet This book on- 
Uina Special Chapters on the elTect of *' Foreign Jurlsdictian" oo Dasidttr 
NatunJisatlon, Marriage, Divorce, Bankruptcy, Companies, Contract*, te. 



\* A Catalogue of Modem Law Boohs, Juti iuued, sent free on applieatioH, 
Lo3nx)N: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Pcbushers, 27, Flhtt Streft, E.0. 

iieventh Edition. RoyiU Svo.j cloth, 38s. 

ROBSON'S BANKRUPTCY. 

Contaming a full exposition of the Principles and Practice of the Law, including the Law under the Bankrapt<y 
Acts, 1883 and 1890 ; the Bankruptcy (Discharge and Closure) Act, 1887 ; the Debtors Act^ 1869 ; the BiUa of Sd» 
Acts, 1878 and 1882 ; Section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875 ; also the Law relating to Private Arrangements vitk 
Creditors, and the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887. With an Appendix comprising the Statutes, Rules, Orders aai 
Forms, including Forms of Statutory Compositions and Schemes, &c. 

BY 

GEORGE YOUNG ROBSON. Esq, 

Barrister-at-Law. 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 

** In spite of rivals, Rdbson*s Law and Practice in Bankrupttm—iji ezoellent treatise, we always thouj^ht— maintains its position in led 
literature. It has now entered its seventh edition. The sixth edition was published before the Act of 1887, and consequently that AetiM 
the Act of 1890 have had to be dealt with. Tlie chapter on Bills of Sale is now put at the end of the volume. Beyond thk tMj 
are no changes. The jadicial decisions of recent years are duly noted, and Robson on Bankruptcy remains an efficient and np-to-dtf 
text-book."— iat» Times. 

*« This standard work on bankruptcy has reached another edition, the author wisely considering that in consequence of the many ifflpow 
cases recently decided and the issue of the new rules, a new edition was desirable. We compliment the learned author on the ^^9*^ 
keepinfc his work well up to date. Of this edition we may fairly say, as of others, no practitioner with bankruptcy woric should be witboa 
it; and as long as the author pursues tha wise course of issuing fresh editions well up to date, we shall be able to accord future editioDa v 



same praise.*'— Xato Notes, 



London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Pqbushers, 27, Fleet Street, E.a 
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COUET OF APPEAL AND HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE— CHANCEEY DIVISION. 



EILABT BITTINQS, 1896. 









BOTA OF BEGISTRAES IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUING WEEK. 






Daxi. 


APrBAL 

GouBT n. 


Mri JDBnca 
Chittt. 


Mb. Jdbticx 

NOBTR. 


Mb. Justicb 

SZIBUHO. 




Mr. Jcsticb 

BOXBB. 


DjLTB. 


M-Af. 


Feb. 


IT 


Mr. Rolt 


Mr. Pemberton 


Mr.Pngh 


Mr. Ckxlfrey 


Mr. Clowes 


Mr. Lavie 


Monday. 


Feb. 17 


Itedqr 


»• 


18 


„ Fwinw 


„ Wani 


.» Beal 


„ Leach 


„ Jackaon 


„ Carrlngton 


Taeeday 


» w 


WadBOdaj 


»» 


19 


„ Rdt 


,t Pemberton 


„ Pngh 


M Godfrey 


„ Clowes 


„ Lavie 


Wednesday 


„ 1» 


Iteakj 


M 


20 


„ Fanner i „ Ward 


,* Beal 


,. Leach ., JackiKm 


„ CantDgton 


Thursday 


„ ao 


Ridij 


» 


21 


„ Bolt . M F^mberton 


» Pugh 


M Godfrey < „ Clowes 


., Lavie 


Friday 


M 31 


SM^, 


f» 


22 


„ Fanner 


„ Wiirf 


» Beal 


»» Leach „ Jackaon 


„ Carrlngton 


Sainrday 


M aa 



\* Tkt SasUr racaUon wUl commenM on Friday, Me 3ni day qf April, and terminaU <m Tuesday, the 1^ day of April, 1896, hoik day* inclvtive. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 



ORDER OF COURT. 



Wednesdaif, the 5th day of February, 1896. 

Whekeas, by the Order dated the 26th day of March, 1892, it was 

ordered that on and after the 6th day of May, 1892, the juriadiction 

of ibe High Court under the Companies (Winding Up) Act, 1890, 

fibould until further order be exerdsed by the Honorable Mr. Justice 

Yaxjolax Williams (sitting and acting for the purpose of the exer- 

te o£ smcdi jurisdiction as an Additional Judge of the Chancery 

I^iTisiooX Aiid that the said Judge should on and after the day afore- 

aiil and until further order, be the Judge of the High Court assigned 

Is the porpose of the exercise of that jurisdiction, pursuant to the 

Companies (Winding Up) Act, 1890. And, Whereas certain Actions 

Ino^t against Companies, the Winding Up of which is proceeding 

' brfoire the said Judge have by subsequent Orders been transferred 

aad assigned to the said Mr. Justice Yaughan WiLLLUis as such 

AdditioDal Judge of the Chancery Diyision. Aud, Whereas it is 

diKuable that provision should be made for the exercise of such 

juzisdiction and dealing with such Actions as aforesaid by another 

Judge of the Chancery Division, during the absence on Circuit of the 

said Mr. Justice Yaughan Williams, commencing on the 21st day of 

February, 1896. Now, I, The Right Honorable, Habdinge Stanley, 

BABOor Halsbubt, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do hereby 

Order that the several Causes and Matters assigned or to be assigned 

' l» the said Mr. Justice Yaughan Williams as such Additional Judge 

I Is transferred and assigned to Mr. Justice Romeb during such 

■hsmwip, and I do also Order that such of the said Causes and 

\ Ifcttcua as remain undisposed of on the said Mr. Justice Yaughan 

WiLUAMS resunung his Sittings after such Circuit be, except as to 

i Sity Applications which may have been partly dealt with by Mr. 

tatiee Bomeb, re-transferred (without further Order), to the said 

' Ir. Justice Yaughan Williams. And this Order is to be drawn up 

V the Begistrar and set up in the several Offices of the Chancery 

IKrision of the High Court of Justice. 

HALSBUBY, C. 



INCOEPOEATED LAW SOCIETY. 



FINAL EXAMINATION. 



THE FOLLOWING CANDIDATES (WHOSE NAMES ABE IN 
ALPHABETICAL ORDEB) WERE SUCCESSFUL AT THE 
FINAL EXAMINATION HELD OX THE 2l8T and 22nd o» 
JANUABY, 1896:— 



Cadwallader Edmund Adams 
John Henry Armitage, BA, 
James Armstrong 
John Butherford Atkins 
Bobert Braveiy Attlee, BA. 
David Henry Comyn Balleny 
Harold Granville Barnard, BA,, 

LL.B. 
Wilfred Thomas de Berdewelle 

Bar well 
Arthur Bates 
Thomas Baty, BA. 
Albert Ernest Bell 
John Herbert Bell, BA, 
Septimus Shepherd Bell 
William Harper Bill 
George Birch 
John Frederick Bonney 
Gerald James Gkorge Botteley 
Henry Arthur Sealy Bridge 
Arthur Joseph Brown 
Walter Buchanan, BA, 
John Fairhurst BuUen 
Eustace Hubert Burrows, BA, 
Arthur Schuyler Cardew 
Herbert Francis Chadwick, B,A. 
Harold William Chinn 
Lyon Clarke 
Robert Yerney Clayton 
Ronald Percy Clayton, B,A, 
Robert Walter Qifton 
Sydney Pearce Constable 
Alfred Edward Guillaume Copp 
Benjamin Springbett Corke 
William John Cumpsty 
Herbert Davey 
David Oswald Davies, B,A. 



James Edward Troughton Dean, 
BA, 

Samuel Bowers Dean 

John Edward Dell 

Burleigh Harry John Dixon 

Francis Dixon 

William Drake 

Bobert William Elder 

William John Elsdon 

Hugh John Howell Evans 

Andrew Martin Fairbaim, BA* 

George Edward Hunter Fell 

Ernest Fisk 

John George Forster 

James Cartwright Frith 

David Garsed 

John Joseph Goldie 

Bernard Nuttall Green 

John Brabyn Greenway, M,A, 

William Arthur Griffiths 

Arthur Smeeton Gumey 

Arthur William Hands 

Trevor Edward Harris 

Henry George Hawkes 

James Jewell Hill 

Percy Hilton 

Thomas Bouse Hodges 

Harold Abercrombie Holdaworth 

John Albert Holmes 

Charles Busscll Hopkins 

Bertram Charles Howe, B,A* 

Bobert Sidney Hudson, B,A, 

Franc's John Kingdon Hull 

George William Jackson 

George Edward Jannings, BA. 
, William Everard Tyldesley Jones 
1 William Haseldine Jones 
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William Ashley Harrower John- 

Bton 
Arthur Samuel Joseph 
John JoBselyii 
John Henry Joynson 
Charles Stedman Jupp 
Joseph Kenny 
Albert James Laroome 
William Dennis Lawry 
William Ewart Laycock 
Edward Thomas Lea 
Godfrey Leach, B.A. 
William Henry Lee 
Martin Barry Lewis 
Frederick William Livesey 
Ernest Edward McColm 
Arthur Phospor Mallam, B.A. 
Beginald Mascfield 
Harold Porter Mellor, B.A. 
Charles Albert Muirhead 
Thomas Frank Neighbour 
Frederick James Nightingale 
Benjamin Bellis Peters 
Charles Edward Pettit 
Murray Newton Phelps, LL.B. 
George Stanley Pott, B.A. 
Ealph Rochester Pusey 
Albert William Reade 
Granville Richardson, M.A, 
James Caulfield Roe, B.A. 
Arthur Round 
John Wilfred Rowlands 
William Henry Satterthwalte, 

M.A. 



I Harold Otto Seyd 

Frederick George Westacott Shap- 
land 
i Frederick Caldwell Sills 
I Arthur Myers Smith, B.A., LL.B, 
I Arthur Snow 
! Harold George* Robert Soames 

Edward Elliot Square 
I Henry Percy Stanes 

Herbert Kendall Strange 

William Henry Tarbet 

Claude Philip Eaton Taylor 

Joseph Taylor 

Hf rbert George Thomas 

William Arthur Thomas 

Frederick Charles Thompson 

Vincent Thompson, M.A. 

Montagu Cecil Scott Turner, 
B.A. 

Laurence Edward Walker 

Charles Wallis,jB. J. 

Francis William John Webb 

William Whalley 

Walter William Whiteman 

Ferdinand Samford Whittingham 

William Ernest Whitton, B.A. 

Alfred Benjamin Williams 

Frederick Collins Williams 

Charles Eustaoe Wilson 

Edwin Hotherington Wilson . 

Douglas Powell Winckworth 

John Dudley Wolverson 

George Albert Wootten 

Hugh Michael Wrench Wyatt 



INTEBMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 



tHE FOLLOWING CANDIDATES (WHOSE NAMES ARE IN 
ALPHABETICAL ORDER) WERE SUCCESSFUL AT THE 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION HELD ON THE 23rd of 
JANUARY, 1896 :— 



Francis Edwin Abbott 

Thomas Forster Archbold 

Clarendon James Armitage 

Charles Frederick Batham 

George Frederick Beal 

Balfour West Beard 

William Frederick Bent Beards- 
ley 

Robert Henry Stuart Edleston 
Behrend 

Christopher Benson 

Harry Leopold Firth Berry 

Fred Hamilton Birdseye 

Arthur Lambert Blackboume 

Matthew Clive Blewitt 

William Ernest Boocock 

Harold Charlton Boycott 

William Archibald Boyes 

George Arthur Frederick Brett 

John Henry Latham Brewer 

Arthur Percy Brooks 

Edward D'Arcy Burbidge, B.A. 

Frank Wildman Butteriield 

George James Campbell 

David Whiston Carr 

John Carr 

Eric George Herbert Childe 

Harry Percy Chubb 

Frederi''k Septimus Clay 

Ernest Hubert Clifford 

Robert Comely 



Herbert John Cove 

William Herbert Covordale 

Edward Henry Cox 

Horace Leslie Crawford 

Edward Arthur Crompton, B.A. 

Alexander SwajTie Crcomo 

Edgar Culo 

David Berrington Griffith Davies 

James Finlay Dempntor 

Henry Tattersfield Dickinson 

Arthur Wogan Drake 

Ernest Willis Duxbury 

Robert Rainford Edleston 

Reginald Evans 

George Fardell 

William Lowry Ford 

John Findlater Corscaden Gamble 

Charles Henry Gibbon, J5.il. 

Walter John Frederick Giffard, 
B.A. 

Wilfred Harry Greenhow, B.A. 

Charles Percival Greenwood 

Henry Wood Slingsby Grimes 

Gibson Warwick Finlay Hamil- 
ton 

Andrew Armstrong Harford 

William Lewis Harris 

Henry Herbert Harrod, B.A. 

Laurence Francis Hawkins 

John Hays, B.A. 

George Robert Heathoote 



Vernon Haigh Henderson 
Joseph Thomas Higgs 
John Waller Hills, B.A. 
George Wright Hodgson 
Cecil Holman 
Percival Edward Horwood 
William Henry Howson 
Charles Edward Price Hughes 
Walter John Hunt 
Frederick John lies 
Percy Edward Ireland, B.A. 
George Gower Isaac 
Arthur Morgan James 
Charles Wright Jefferies 
Ralph Percival Jenkins 
Henry Stewart Jolly 
Edward Bagehot Kite 
Richard Frederic Lambe 
Claude Sutton Lermitte 
Arthur Glenton Lewis 
David Edwin Lewis 
Frederick William Lewis 
William Oliver Lovibond 
Harold McGowan 
Harold Mcllquham 
George Edmund Mager 
Edward Marpole 
Philip Clement Mead 
Thomas Meller 

Richard Stephenson Middleton 
Edward Haworth von Essen 

Moberly 
Ernest Edgar Morgan 
Percival Darter Morris 
Charles James Newby 
Joseph Harker Newman 
John Nicholson 
Reginald John Owen 
William Oxley 
Charles Albert Paine, B.A. 



John Lewis Phillips 
Richard Charles MoCrae Poolter 
Gwilym Rhys Price 
Stanley Owen Pugh 
Archibald John Puntaa 
Manuel Castello Pyke 
John Francis Ratford 
Clement Harry Rawlingi 
Albion Henry Herbert Ricfaardn 
Gerard Smythe Rigbey 
Reginald Shaw Bigg 
Joloi Roberts 
John Alexander Roberts 
Yaughan Wickenden BoUmoi 
Horace Foster Schwabs 
Stephen Francis Eustace 8cnfe 
Edward Lyon Shelton 
Vazic Simons 
John Spurting 
John John Stavridi 
Joseph Benjamin Stepbens 
i Leonard Storey { 

John William Sntdiffe 
Arthur Hotham O'Biyen Tiykf ' 
John Taylor 
Herbert Watkins Tbcnuui 
William Heath Thnnfield, BX 
Frederick Vincent Tochstti 
Herbert Edward Trangsttr 
Robert Ernest Tucker 
Cyril Neville Tweed 
Charles Woreley Vincent 
Sydney Bodger Watts 
Harry Robinson Weathetktd 
Charles White 
Esmond Henry Wiley 
George Bullen Lewis Tilhi 
James Reginald Wilkinaoo 
William Alexander WilJdBia 
Frank Herbert WilliamMn 



By Order of the Council, 

E. W. WiLUAMSOS, 

Law Society's Hall, Chancery Lane. I 

C^ February, 1896. 



APPOINTMENTS. 

Feb. 3. The Queen has been pleased, by several Letters Prfsj 
under the Great Seal, to appoint — , 

William Donaldson Rawlins, Esq., of Lincoln's Inn ; i 

John Donohoc FitzGerald, Esq., of the Inner Temple ; | 

George Mallows Freeman, Esq., of the Inner Temple: 
Alexander Macmorran, Esq., of the Middle Temple ; 
Miles Walker Mattinson, Esq., of Gray's Inn : 
Roger William Wallace, Esq., of the Middle Temple; i 

and ' 

Paul Ogden Lawrence, Esq., of Lincoln's Inn ; 

of Her Majesty's Counsel learned in the Law. 
Feb. 6. The Queen has been pleased, by Warrant under Her M»j«^ 

Royal Sign Manual, bearing date the 6th instant, to appoMt tti 

Honourable John Augustus de Grey, Barrister-at-Law, tote B<*»* 

of the Borough of Sudbury, in the room of William CockereU, B% 

deceased. 
Fob. 8. This day Charles BeUby Stuart-Wortley, Esq., 0-^ ;* -^^ 

was, by Her Majesty's command, sworn of Her ^**J®**y * JJJ 

Honourable Privy Council, and took his place at the Board »»«* 

ingly. 
John William Bird AUen, Esq., Nottingham, Solicitor, hss be* 

appointed a Commissioner to Adminii*ter Oaths in the Sapff"" 

Court of Judicature, England. 
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Tie Inconiorated Conncil of Law ReporHng for En gland and Wales. 

THE QUINQUENNIAL DIGEST, 1891-5. 

GRATIS TO SUBSOBIBEBS TO THE LAW BEPOBTS FOB 1896, 
But only to those who pay the Subscription during the current year. 
The above will shortly be ready. Those SnbsoribeiB who desire to have it bonnd are requested to intimate their 
wish to the Pablishers at the earliest opportunity, that no delay may ooonr in its delivery. 
The cost of binding according to the offioe pattern will be as under : — 

HALF CALF ■ ■ 4s, Od, | CALF ■ - 5s. Od. 

WHjUAM OIjOWES and sons, Limited, Frinters and Publishers to the OouncU, 

27, FIiSST 8TBEET» l^OlSmON, E.C. 



NOW B3BADT. Fourth Edition, with Portrait Crown Svc, oloth. 78. Bd, 

THE HISTOBT OF THE ENGLISH PARLIAMENT: 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years {800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Author of 'The History of the English Oonstitation.' 

TrandaUd by Professor A. H. EEANE, B.A., F.B.G A 
"BngKih leaders wUl oertainly welcome a hiitory of the English Parliament by the greatest Hying authority on the GontineDt"-- 



** It <xinipleteB the vast surrey of oni TSnglish institntions ... to which so great a portion of Dr. OneisVs laborioos life has been 
Lqndoh: WILLIAM OLOWES & SONS, Ldoted, Law Publishebs, 27, TFlkei Street, E.0. 
CHEAP EDinOir. Demy 8vo., cloth. 10s. 

THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Professor of Law in the University of Berlin. 

TranOaUd by PHILIP A. ABHWORTH, of Ihe Inner Temple, Etq^ BarrisUr-airLaw. 

** No foreigner has done more than Professor Gneist to examine and make dear the history and nature of the English Omstitntion. . . . 
He disouBBes such vital questions as. Whither are we drifting? How far do reoent changes in the franohise accord with the whole spirit of 
file eonatitation ? What is in store for ns with democracy supreme ? On such questions as these the opinion of a foreigner who is a scholar, 
but no bookworm, and who has sedulously studied our institutions, is oertainly much more weighty than that of most Englishmen. , . At 
this time these volumes are especially instructive. They cast light on almost all the great questions of current politics.**— Ttmes. 

%* TAbranry BditUmf 2 vols., Svo., 32a. 

Londoh: WILLIAM OLOWES & SONS, Ldotbd, Law Pubushebs, 27, Fleet Street, E.O. 

Boyal 8vo,f doth, 58. 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giving a General Summary of the Act and a copious and useful Index, both to the sections of the Act and the different headings 
of the synopsis, with the Forms used and instructions as to the Duty. To which is also added the Finance Act, 1894, and a list of the 
Fonns used in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

{Of the Legacy Duty Office, Somerset House), 

AXJTHOB OF THB *'TABLB OF THE BNGLIBH DBATH DUCTS," ** A SHOBT DTDBX," BTO., BTO. 

**imbefbaikdiiBefoltninft8t0TiDgtbeintri£ade8ofthemeMaie.''--n^ I •• A very servloMble oompanku to (hose wbow doty it is to tnaater a difflcolt Ae^ 

** liCMBtB .... ipedal ixMtroctioiis as to the new dntf/*^l)aUy Tdegraph, \ parliMnMit.*'—-Jktio JoumcA, 

LoimoH: WILLIAH GliOWES & SONS, Lpotbd^ Law Pubushebs^ 27, Fleet Street, E.O. 
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Seventh Edition. Boyal 8vo., <^oth, 38e. 

RGBSON'S BANKRUPTCY. 

Gontaimng a fall exposition of the Principles and Practice of the Law, inclnding the Law under the Bankruptcy 
Acts, 1883 and 1890 ; the Bankruptcy (Discharge and Closure) Act^ 1887 ; the Debtors Act^ 1869 ; the Bills of Sale 
Acts, 1878 and 1882 ; Section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875 ; also the Law relating to PHvate Arrangements with 
Creditors, and the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887. With an Appendix comprising the Statutes, Rules, Orders and 
Forms, including Forms of Statutory Compositions and Schemes, ie. 

GEORGE YOUNG ROBSON, Esq., 

Barrlster-at-Law. 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 

'< In spite of rimls, IMmtC* Law and FraeHoe in BankruplmH-^ai excellent treatise, we always thonght-HPatptains ite poation in kgri 
literature. It has now entered its seventh edition. The nxth edition was pnbllshed before the Aet of 1887, and oonseqnontly that Act and 
the Act of 1890 have had to be dealt with. The chapter on Bills of Sale Is now put at the end of the ydlinne. Beyond this then 
axe no obongee. The Jadieial decisions of recent years are dnly noted, and Bobaon on Baakmptoy lenkains an eiBoient and np-tcndaia 
text-book.*'— XcHO 2Vmea 

** This standard work on bankmptoy has reached another edition, flie anthor wisely oonsidninff that in conseqnenoe of the many immrtait 
cases recently decided and the issue of the new mles, a new edition was deniable. We compliment the learned author on the wisdom of 
keeping his work well up to date. Of this edition we may fiedriy say, as of othen, no pmetiticner witii bankmptey weak ahoold be without 
it; and as long as the anthorpnrsoes the wise course of issuing firesh editions well np to date^ we shall be able to accord future editioDiths 

e praise."— Zois Ncim, 

London: WILLIAM OLOWES & SONS, Ldoted, Law Tuvlsbbebb^ 27, Flut Stbiet, E.a 
SECOND EDITION. Now Beady. Royal 8yo. Over 1000 pages. Clotb, 268. Cash Price, 20s. 



THE PRINCIPLES OF RATING 



WITH 



COMPLETE DIGEST OF OASES. 



Of the Lmer Templa, a&d of Ibe Sooth-Bastem Oixentt, Banistar-ai-Ijair; 

Fellow ol the Bnrreyora^ Institutioii, an ArUtrator imder Appointment of the Board of Trade, Member of the Institate of Hinini 

Engineers, and an Associate of the Tramwajs Institate. 



This Work has been gnreatlT enlarged and entirely re-written. It oomprises an exhaastfre examination of the nrj intrloats Law of 1 
and the principles npon wnich It is based. . 

The Theory of Annual Yalne is discussed in great detail, and its applioation to all olasns of Property esxeAilfy examined, Ulnstnted,^ 
considered in connection with all the recent impcntuit dedidons. 

The Tarious Methods of Yalnation of large Gommeroial Undertakings and Public Works, and the raindples on which they rei^|2|* 
explained ; particularly with reference to the Rating of Railways, Gaa and Water Works, Docks, Mills, and Manu&etortng Property 8^^ 

A large Bpaoe is demoted to the procedure in connection with the making of Yaluation Lists snd Bates, and upon Appeals ooniieottB 
therewith. . ^ 

The material portions of all the important Statutes dealing with Local Bating, from the Act of EUsabeth to the present timSiMTe 
been inserted. ^^ 

The Digest has been carefully rerised and brought up to date, and now contains upwards of 1900 cases, and comprises a saooinet sad am 
useftd resum^ of all the dedsSons. .,^ 

.TheWorki4writteninackpraad.W!Msttoals^]a;.itwiUbel6i^ assistant, not only to tM 

legal profeBsion, but to the public generally. 

LoHDOH I WILLLtbM OIOWEB A BONSi Lduxxd, Ljlw Pi7bubiiib0» 27» Funr Bmmn, E.a 
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COUET OF APPEAL AND HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE— CHANCERY DIVISION. 



HILARY BITTINOB, 1896. 





ROTA OF REGISTRAES IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUING WEEK 






Oatb. 


APPBAl 

OomtzII. 


MX. JtffiTXOI 

Cbittt. 


Mm, JuttioB 

NOMH. 


MR.JirsncB 
Brntuvo. 


Mb. JnsTios 


Ms. jDBTICa' 


Daxx. 




HdBdir, Mar. 30 


Mr.FuiiMr 


Mr.Wanl 


Mr.BMl 


Mr. LMch 


Mr. JMkaon 


Mr. Carringtaa 


Monday, Mar. 


39 


fteriij „ 31 


» Bott 


„ Ptmberfeon 


M Piil^ 


„ Godfrey 


„ Ckmm 


« Uvto 


Tweday 


31 


W«lii«^, Apr. 1 


„ nmer 


,. W«id 


>. Beal 


„ Leach 


„ Jackson „ Ovrlngkm 


Wednaaday. Apr. 


1 


imndij „ 2 


n Bolt 


„ PembertoD 


„ Pof^ 


,» Gh)dfr«7 


„ dowaa „ Lavle 


Tlmnday 


2 



%* The SauUr Vacation vriU coMttance <m Friday, the 8nl day qf April, and UrminaU en Tiuaday, (Aa 1th day of April, 1896, Jtoth dayt inOutioe. 



HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 



TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 



ORDER OF COURT. 



Monday, tJie 16th day of March, 1896. 

I,HABDnr6s Stanlet, Babon Hai^sbubt, Loid High Chan 
cdknr of Gieat Britain, Do hereby Order that the Actions 
moitioned in tiie Schedule hereto shall be transferred to the 
Hoaooable Mr. Justice YAuaBAN Williams. 

SCHEDULE. 

Mr. Justice SuBLiNa (1895— C.—No. 786). 

Biehaid Smith Cftsson v. The rntemational Commercial Company, 
Limited. 

Mr. Jastice STiBLiNa (1894— D.— No. 750). 

XhomaB Daekworth v. The lutemational Commercial Company, 
Liauted. 

HALSBURY, a 



CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 



miNGJ^lZBS, NoKTHFRy. 



N. Eastern. 



CoamUnon Days. 



Satoiday, April 11 



fifttoday 
£itoday 
Wednesday, 



18 
.25 



Chantliam J, 
CoUiw J. 


Wright J. 


Manchester 

(Civil) 
Liverpool 

iOivi^ 
MonohcBter 2 





I (Civil and Criminal) \ 
May 6 1 Liverpool 2 , Leeds 

! iCivUcmd OHminai) . iCnmiwd) 



HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE. 



EASTER VACATION, 1896. 



NOTICE. 

There will he no sitting in Court during the Easta* Vacation. 

During Ecuter Vacation: — All applications which nnay require 
to he immediateiy or promptly heard are to be made to the Honour- 
able Sib Henry Hawkins, whose address may be obtained at the 
Chancery Registrars' Chambers, Room 186, Royal Courts of Justioe. 

Sir Hknry Hawkins will act as Vacation Judgje from Thursday, 
April 2nd, to Monday, April 13th, both days inclusive. 

His Lordship will sit in Queen's Bench Judges' Chambers on 
Thursday, April 9th, at 11 A.M., for the disposal of urgent Queen's 
Bench Summonses. 

In any Case of great urgency, the Brief of Counsel may be sent to 
the Judge by Book-Post, or Parcel, prepaid, accompanied by Office 
Copies of the Affidavits in support of the Application, and also by a 
Minute, on a separate sheet of Paper, signed by Counsel, of the order 
he may consider the Applicant entitled to, and also an envelope capable 
of receiving the Papers, addressed as follows : — ** Chancery Official 
Letter : To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars' Chambers, 
Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C." 

On Applications for Injunctions, in addition to the above, a Copy of 
the Writ, and a Certificate of Writ issued, must also be sent. 

The Papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar. 

Chancery Registrars' Chambers, 
Royal Courts op Justice, 
21rf Marc\ 1896. 



APPOINTMENTS. 



March 19. The Queen has been pleased to approve the appointment 
of Mr. Lawrence Hugh Jenkins, of Lincoln's Inn, Barrister-at-Law, 
to be a Judge of the High Court of Judicature at Calcutta, in the 
place of Mr. Jones Quain Pigot, resigned. 

Mr. Llewelyn Hugh-Jones, Solicitor, Wrexham, has been appointed 
Clerk to the Magistrates for the Bromfleld Division of Denbigh- 



shire. 
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Tbe Incoprated Conncil of Lai Reportiiig for En gland and Wales, 

THE QUINQUENNIAL DIGEST, 1891-5. 

GBATI3 TO SUBSOBIBEBS TO TEE LAW BEPOBTS FOB 1896, 
But only to those who pay the Subscription during the current year. 
The above will shortly be ready. Those Subscribers who desire to have it bound are requested to intimftte iheii 
wish to the Publishers at the earliest opportunity, that no delay may oocur in its deliyery. 
The cost of binding according to the office pattern will be as under : — 

HALF CALF ^ - 4 fl. Od, J CALF - - 5s. Od. 

WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Limited, Printers and Publishers to the Council, 

27, FIiEET 8TBEET, I^JSTDON, B.O. 



NOW B3BADT. Tourth Xdition, with Portrait Crown Svo^ oloth. 7s. ed. 

THE HIST0B7 OF THE ENGLISH FABLIAMENT: 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Yeare (800-1889). 

By Dr. RU DOLPH VON QN EIST, Author of « The Hutoiy of the EngUsh Orautitation." 

TrandaUd by Professor A. H. EEANE, B.A., FJELQiL 

« Engliah leaden will oertidiily weloonie a hiatory of the Engliah Fu-Uuneiit by ih« gie.twt living Mthority on the (Miami'- 

^ It ooiopletefl the yart surrey of our English Instiitnti&nB ... to whidi lo great a portioa of Dr. Gneist's labononi life hai bM 
devoted."— ^2)aay Nem. 

Lootoh: WIIiLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Lmmo), Law Pubushms, 27, Flket Stbbbt, R0> 
CHSAP EDITION. Demy Bvo^ cloth. 10b. 

THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON QNEIST, PtofeasorofLaW intheUnivendtjofBerlin. 

Trandaied hy PHILIP A. ABHWOBTH, of ihe Lmer Temple, Btq^ BarrieUr-ixJIrLaw, 

** No foreigner has done more than Profeesor GnelBt to examine and make clear the historj and nature of (he Wngliiih OoBfltitaiioiL. • • 
He diflcuBBes snoh yital qneBtions as, Whither are we drifting? How &r do reoent ohangee in the franohite aooord with the whole ipu»" 
the oonstiiatloii ? What u in store for us with democracy lapreme 7 On snoh qneetioiis as these the opbiion of a foreigner who is a ""^ 
hnt no hookworm, and who has sednloosly studied our institations, is oerfesiiily mnoh more weighty than thai of most Knrii s hme P. • • ^ 
this time these Tolnmes are especially instractiTe. They cast light on almost all the great questions of ourent politioB." — Timee, 

%* lAbra/ry EditUm, 2 vois,, 8vO; 32s. 
London: WILLIAM CLOWES k SONS, Ldotbd. Law PgBUSHBBs, 27, Flebt Stbbbt, KO. _ 

Boyal 8vO; doth, Ss* 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giving a General Summary of the Act and a copious and useful Index, both to the sections of the Act and the diiFerent hes^ 
of the synopsis, with the Forms used and instructions as to the Duty. To which is also added the Finance Aet, 1894, and a lot w » 
Forms used in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

(0/ the Legacy Duty Office^ Somenei Hauee), 

AUTHOR or TKB ^TABLB OT THI BHGUSH DEATH DUTtXS,^ '*A 8H0BT INOXX," BTO., STa 
" WUl be finmd OKftd in mutaring th« Intricacies of tbe meeswe."— IVutt. i '' A rery Bervloed>le oomponion to tboee wboee doty It U to aftrtv e (Uflcrit i^f' 

•« Praeentt .... epedel tnstrootiaDS as to the new dnXj/'—JMiUg TeUgrapk, \ ^uhMxaibaU**^Law Journal. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES <t SONS, Limited^ Law PgausflEBS, 27, FhEXi Stbkbt, E.a 
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HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE. 



EABTEB VACATION, 1896. 



NOTICE. 



Minute, on a separate sheet of Pa^r, signed by Ck)nn8el, of the order 
he may consider the Applicant entitled to, and also an envelope capable 
of receiving the Papers, addressed as follows : — ^ Chancery Official 
I Letter : To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars' Chambers, 
Royal Courts of Justice, London, TF.O." 

I On Applications for Injunction*, in addition to tho above, a Cop^ of 
the Writ, and a Certificate of Writ issued, must also be sent. 



Thert will he no sitting in Court during the Easter Vacation. 



I The Papers sent to the Judge will he returned to the Reg[istrar, 

ChANOBRY REQISTRilBS' ChAMBEBS, 

T. . «. . ^ .. A„ ,. X. , . t .1 Royal CouBTS OF Justice, 

Dunng Easter Vacation :^A]1 applications whtch may require 01^ w h iftQ« 

to he immediatdy or promptly liMrd are to be made to the Honour- I *!** Mareh, 1896. 

able Sib Henby Hawkins, whose address may be obtained at the 

Chancery Registrars' Chambers, Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice. ~ ^^^^^ =^^ - ''- — 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIP DISSOLVED. 



Sn Henby Hawkins will act as Vacation Judge from Thursday, 
April 2nd, to Monday, April 13th, both days inclusive. 1 

Hi« Lordship will sit in Queen's Bench Judges' Chambers on , „ , ^, ., , ^ , , ^^ , ^ i-iv 1 t 1. -u- j 

Thmtday, April 9th, at U a.m., for the disposal of urgent Queen's ^i^,^"?}?^ 5^^ J^J'?!!^. ^^^^J^'cV^^ ^S?'^? iu ^ ^ 
Bench Summonses. , ChUd (Child & Norton), Solicitors, 12, Sloane Street, Chelsea, by 

mutual ooDsent as from March 24. The said John Hubart Child and 
hatm Case of great urgency, the Brief of Counsel may be sent to Charles John Mead Child will continue the business under the style 
Judge by Book-Post, or Parcel, prepaid, accompanied bv Office of Child & Child, at 12, Sloane Street. The said Edward Norton will 
lice of the Affidavits in support of the Application, and also by a carry on business as Blachford, Riches & Norton, at 15, Walbrook. 



In preparation. Third EdUion, revised to date. Demy Svo , cloth. 



.leading cases in modern equity. 

^ By THOMAS BRETT, 

Of (ks Middle TefMoie, Barrister-at-Law, LL,B,; London Universi^, B.A,; late Scholar and Student of Trinity College, Dublin; Ezhibi- 
^ tioner in Real Property and Equity; Bolder of the First Certificate of Honour, Michaelmas, 1869; AuOor of Breifs Commentaries 

on the Present Laws of England ; Joint Author of Clerhe and BretVs Conveyancing Acts ; Author of BretVs Bankruptcy Act, 1883 ; 

and Lecturer in Equity to the Incorporated Law Society, 



OFINIONS OF THE FBESa 



I '^edally reoomnMnded as a text4x>Qk for * The Final.' "^MicUcrt* Joumai. 

'^JsKnrtt hi^ pnlse for the care and Judgment evinced in its execntlon. Mr. 

Bctf 8 index appean to be oopiocu and oomplete." — Ixno Timet, 

~ We bare laid Mr. Brett's book down with none bnt fkvonrable and pleasmable 

I at tiie ezceUent manner in which be has accomplished hia task. It is of the 

'~^ hnportance both to the student and the practitioner to tiave the principles 

. J colJected in a handy form, and this want Mr. Brett has supplied. The 

I to the cases are admirable in manner and lucid in language ; and no little 

I leem to hare been bestowed in the anangement of the cases tbemselveB.''^ 



'* Must prove of immense value to the profession. Mr. Brett has done all in his power 
to help students and practitioners by as far as possible grouping together the cases dealing 
with the same classes of sul^Jects. Among the more important nutters decided will be 
fbund cases relatlDg to trusts and trusteo, mortgages, partnerehips, the relations between 
Bolicitois and clients, married womoi's property, and the religkms education of chiUlrcn. 
A good todex adds considerably to the usefWness of the work."— Aiay Ckronide. 

<* The manner in which most ci the cases are stated is admirable, befaig dear, cuncise. 
and weU expressed. As it is, we have no hesitation in sayfaag that there is no better 
book, or one 80 good, firom which the student can learn the most important decisions of 
courts of equity during recent years,"— Tfte Jurist, 



891) as 




handhooir to the sabltci of boJldlng in refexenoa to 

wbaHis wotk wiU bo of rieaft mo to lawyen whoso 
Um Mldti« Uw te Lon&u''--Iai0 /ow^ 



•* Tho odttcn bare perfonned their task in an admlrahls way. and bavo 

bat win probably • * ^- ^-.^ 

Act."— /kNoKnat. 



wodnood 

what win probably be the standard work fiv ioine yean on (be London Boikilng 



LoHDcm: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Ldotid, Law Pablishera, 27, Fleet Street, B.a 
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WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS' LIST. 



To be publldietl in a few dajs. 

THOMSON'S PRINCIPLES OF EttUITY. AND EttUITT 

PRACTICE OF TH£ COUNTY COURT: for the nae of Piactitionera in the 
Gbanceiy Dtylaioo of the Iligh Court and in the County Court. With Pxeoedents 
of Pleadings. Affldavlta, JadgmentB, Ace. B7 Ahdbkw Tiioicsoir, B.A., LL.D., 
Barrister-at-Law; formerly Lecturer and Reader on Equity to tbe Incorporated 
Law Society; and afterwards Professor of Equity to the Inns of Comt. 
Crown 8yo., cloth, U. 6d. 

THE LAW OP AEBITRATION. Being the Arbitration Act, 
1889. With Notes of Statutes, Rules of Courts Forms and Cases, and an Index. 
By W. Odtxax Cbxwb, SoUcitor, &c, with Honours, H. T. 1866. 

Now ready. Demy 8vo., cloth, 12«. 6d. 

DEBENTURES.— The DebentoreB and Debenture Stock of Trading 
and other Companies. With Forms. By Edward Mansok. of the Middle Temple, 
Banister at-Law, and late Scholar of Bnsenose CoUegeb Oxford, Author of "The 
. Law of Trading Companies," && 

Seoond Edition, Revised and Enlarged. Demy 8vo., cloth, 9«. 
FRATJD AND MISREPRESEMTATION.-A Short Treatise 
on tbe Law relating to Frand and Misrepresentatioa. By Stditkt Hastikgl B.A., 
of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, Author of " A Treatise en the Law of 
Torts,'" *c, &c 
"This is a very useftU liitle treatise. It is well and clearly written, and the cases 
are brought well up to date." — Law Tima, 

Now ready. Demy 8vo., f 00 pages, doth, iM. 

ENGLISH PATENT PRACTICE. — With the Acts, Rnles, 

Forms and Precedents, and Notes of all the Recorded Cases. Illustrated with 
Sketches, ^y U. CuimroHAia, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, late Royal Engineers. 
Now ntOy. Crown 8vo., cloth, 10*. 6d. 

COMPANIES' WORK AND MINING LAW IN NEW 

SOUTH WALES AND VICTORIA. A Treatise for the Guidance of SoUdtoc% 
Directors, Inyestora, and ottiers. By Alfbkd ds Lissa, Barrister -at -Law. 
8ydn^,N.S.W. 

Royal 8VP., cloth, 16«. 

SERVICE OUT OF THE JURISDICTION. By Fbakcib 

Tatlob Pioooit, M.A., LL.M., of the Middle Temple, Baxttrter-at-Law; late 
Legal Adviaer to tbe Japanese Cabinet! Author of "Foreign JudnnentSL" "Ex- 
territoriality," " Prindples of the Law of Torts," te. 



Small 4to., sewn, 8«. 

CHRONOLOGICAL TABLE OF PUBLIC GENERAL ACTS 

IN FORCE, ao Hen. IIL (1236) to B7 ll 68 Vict. 18M. By Pabi 

of Lincoln's Inn, Banister-at-Law. 
" Will be found useful to the practitioner fixr many purposes."— Id 
Review. 

*' Very concise .... of use for study and reference." — Tm,w Tima, 
" it will be found most useful by the profession."— AZwOorc' JomrnaL 
Now ready. Second Edition, ro yal 8vo . 1,100 pages, datli,]6i 

THE PRINCIPLES OF RATING as applied to Biilm 

Docks, Tramways, Gas and Water Works, Coal and other lOaeii BedxleUM 
Works, Manufactories, and other Hereditaments. With a oompieli Dj^ii i 



Cases, and aU the important Statotea dealins with Local Battsg. BjImtaii 
BoTLB, of the Inner Temple, Barri8ter<«trLai 



raw, and 0. Hmrsun-Ikim 



Fellow of the Surveyors' Institute, &o. 

Den^ 8^0., doth, 9s. 

AN OUTLINE OF CRIMINAL LAW m rega'^ Q«?« 

against Individuals. Primarily Ibr Students. By Richahd R. QmiT, Bvririff- 
at-Law. 

Crown 8vo. With Portrait 2«. 
BRAMWELLIAN A : or. Wit and Wiadom of Lord BramirelL By 
Edward Manson, of the Middle Temple, Barrlstor-ai-Law. 
Crown 8vo., doth, S«. 9d. 
DOG LAW.— The Law relating to Dogs. By Edwabd Mahwi, qi 
the Middle Temple, Barrisfeer-at-Law. 

Demy 8vo., doth. 12*. 6d. 
T TTR LAW OF THE PRESS : A Digest of the Law etptasXij 
aifectingNe^ -^ . -^ - . . . . ^i- 

conf ■ • • 

Ain>SBW~STRARAir,TL.Er, c/'thiTMIdlUe'f ^^^ uidlifidiaiiirGbtaii, tn^ 
Barrister-at-Law. 

Royal 8va, dolh, 21«. 
EZTERRITORIALITT. The Law Relating to Conrolir Jo* 
diction, and to residenoe fai Oriental Countries. By F. T. Pioodir, V.A.,LLI«( 
Barrister-at-Law; late Legal Adviser to the Japanese CaUueL ThlilPoak«a> 
tains Special Chapters on the effect of "Foreign Jurisdictkm" on DgHoi^i 
HatnraUsatioD, Msirrisge, Divorce^ Bankruptcy, Companieiy OoatacH^ te. 



A Catalogue of Modem Law Booke, ju$t itenedy §ent free on applioaHon, 
London: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, Ldcitkd, Law Fububhzbb, 27, Flbr Stbut, E.O. 

Just FublisliecL Boyal 8vo., oloth« 25s. 

NORMAN'S DEATH DUTY TABLES 



ConoLpviaiJAtf in 



Expcii&ded S^ovm 



Tables L, II., III., appended to the Succession Duty Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict., c. 61), for valuing SnooeasiflBi 
and Annuities; also Discount, Interest, Rate per Oent., and other Tables, with numerous examples to illustnto 
thoir use and application. ... 

By A. W. NORMAN, B.A., B.Sc. (Lond.), 

Of the Legacy and Succession Duty Office, Author of ** A Digest of the' Death Duties." 
London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Publishers, 27, Fleet Street, E.O. 



Now Beady. Third Edition, thoroughly revised to date, demy 8vo.» oloth, ISs. 

THE LAW OF COPYRIGHT, 

INCLUDINa 

The AMERICAN OOPYEIGHT ACT, the BERNE CONVENTION, the consequent ORDER IN CODHCII* 

AND CASES TO DATE. ALSO REFERENCE TO, AND EXPLANATION OF, THE CUSTOMS ACT OF 1878 RELATING TO THE 
IMPORTATION OF PIRATED EDITIONS OF ENGLISH COPYRIOHT BOOKS BY THE BRITISH COLONIES. 

By THOMAS EDWARD SCRUTTON, M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Uw, 

Author of* The Merchant Shipping Act, 1894," «* CharterpaHies and BttU of Lading,** <fe«., and 
Lecturer in Vommon Law to the Incorporated Law Society. 

** We think it is not only the cosieet, but the most useful and practical work on copyright." — Law Quarierly Review. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONSi LiitrrsD, Law Publishers, 27, Fleet Stbibt, E.O. 
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ST ATUTE S. 

SESSION 1896—59 VICT. 



Oupto: 

2 
3 

4 
5 



TTIUL 



Army (Atmual) Act, ISOe . . • • 
Oontolidated Fund (No. 1) Act, 1896 : . 

I Local QovenmeiU {EleoUfmi) (No. 2) Act, 1896. 

I Poor Law Ouardians (IrOand) (Women) Aet, 1896 
Naval Worh$ Ad, 1896 . . . . • 



Date of Boyal Anoit. 



March 27. 
Maioh27 
March 27 
March 81 
March 31 



When Act to oomo into Operation. 

Not Bpeoified. 
Kotspeoifled. 
Kotipedfled. 
Not specified. 
Not specified 



COURT OF APPEAL AN D HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE— CHANCERY DIVISION. 

EASTEE SITTINGS, 1898. 
BOTA OF BEGISTBABS IN ATTENDANQE IN THE ENSUING WEEK. 



Dim 


ArPBJLL 

couun. 


Mil JuBnoB 
Gmtnr. 


IduJunraa 

NOSTE. 


Xx.JanoB 
Stibuot^ 


Mb. JronoB 


Mb. JuBnOB 


Datb. 


»-T. Apr. 


13 


Hr.ClowM 


Kr.Gvrfaigtai 


Xr.FKiiMr 


Kr.FtambvtcA 


Mr.Beal 


Mr. Leaoli 


Menday, Apr. 


IS 


*-*J 


14 


„ JmABoa 


« LaTlt 


M Bolt 


M Wart 


» Piigli 


M Qodfriy 


Tneaday 


14 


»*"*» .. 


15 


„ doww 


„ Gvringkn 


„ FKinar 


„ FMnbartoB 


n Beal 


» UtA 


WadBaaday „ 


16 


•^■■■J M 


16 


„ jMknii 


.* LftTie 


« Bdt 


» Waid 


„ Pngh 


w Qodtay 


Tmndaj „ 


16 


^ „ 


17 


„ doww 


„ GUTblSlOB 


« Fanner 


tf pBmbaiton 


M Beal 


» UtA 


RfcWj 


17 


«-*V .. 


18 


„ jMkMB 


« L»Tie 


„ Bdt 


M Wart 


» Pngh 


„ Godfrax 


Satodur 


18 



V n« Whitsun YaeatUm wfll commmn mi Saturday, fke 29nt day qf May, amd tem^MOte on Tkitday, Cha 26C* dof a/ May, 1896, boA doft indiitive. 



RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT (MARCH), 
1896. 



The following draft Rules are published pnrsuant to the Roles 
^WicationAct:— 

ORDER XLII.— Rnle 33a 
1. Order XLII, Bnle 33a, shall have effect as if there were inserted 
Mter "them" in the last line but one the words "or of the Director 
fijPnWic ProBecntions/' and, at the end of the Rule, the words ** or 
« the Dhector of Public Prosecutions." 

ORDER LVIL— Rule 2 (c.) 

i Order LVII, Rule 2 (c), is hereby annulled, and the following 
«de shall stand in lieu Uiereof .—That the applicant, except where 
^uatkerijtor other oMeer charged with ihe exeeiUion of proeete by 
*r mder the authority of the Hiah Court who has seized goods and who 
'J^^drawn from possession xn consequence of the execution creditor 
•■ywitig the claim of the claimant under Bute 16 of this Order, is 
y^ to pay or transfer the subject-matter into Court, or to dispose 
« It as the Court or a Judge may direct 

ORDER LVn.— Rule 16a. 

. ^^hen the execution creditor has given notice to the sheriff or 
as officer that he admits the claim of the chdmant, the sheriff may 
^o^nimQii withdraw from possession of the goods dain^ Mid may 
Wy fw an order protecting him from any action in respect of the 
M seizure and possession of the said goods, and the Judge or 
titer may make any such order as may be just and reasonable in 
"■P^ct of the same : prorided always, that the claimant shall 



receive notice of such intended application, and if he desires it, may 
attend the hearing of the same, and if he attend, the Judge or 
Master may, in and for the purposes of such application, make all 
such orders as to costs as may be just and reasonaDie. 

4. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court 
(March), 1896, and each Rule may be cited separately by the heading 
thereof with reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883 ; they 
shall come into operation on the Ist day of June, 1896. 

Copies of the abore draft Rules may be obtained from the Lord 
Chancellor's Office, House of Lords. 



THE COMPANIES (WINDING-UP) ACT, 1890. 

The following draft Rule is published pursuant to the above Act. 
Copies may be obtained at the Board of Trade : — 

GENERAL RULE MADE PURSUANT TO THE 
COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 to 1890. 

Attendance of Parties in Chambers, 

(1.) No Creditor or Contributory shall be entitled to attend any 
proceedings in Chambers, unless and until he has entered in a booK 
to be kept by the Registrar for that purpose, his name and address, 
and the name and address of his Solicitor (if any), and upon any 
change of his address, or of his Solicitor, his new address, and the 
name and address of his new Solicitor. 

(2.) This Rule shall come into operation on the day of 

>, 1896, and may be cited- with the Companies (Winding-up) 
■ l73o. 



Rules, 1890, as Rule ] 
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HIGH COURT. OF JUSTICE. 

QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 



EASTER SITTINGS, 1896. 

TUBBDAY, APBIIi 14tH. 



The following Courts will nit until Saturday, ISth April, for the Trial of the following classes of Actions: 



ONE COURT for Middlbsex Special Juries. 
TWO COUKTS for Middlesjsx QpiJ^^^^ Juries. 
ONE COURT for Commeeoial Actions and Non-Juries. 
TWO COURTS for Non-Jury Actions. 



MIDDLESEX Special Jury Actions. 

Actions beyond No. 384 in this List will not 
be taken before Monday, 20th April. 

No. 211 only will be in the List for Trial on 
Tuesday, 14th April. 

211 Walter (pt hd.) r. Central News M. contract 



313 Schoppiwer k Gam v. Wej-era k ore. bill 

1 18 Lncas v. De Keuter k ors. frand. reps. 

136 NeU V.Davis libel 

223 Gardiner v. Knapp libel 

336 Sealley o. Creed breach of promise 

202 LongMon v. CoveU pers. i^J. 

218 Lomer v. Harrison money paid 

342 Pickering r. Law breach of promise 

375 Broad r. Kckewlch, Saunderson & Co. wrong dls. 

378 Crewe v. Field breach of dnty 

379 Trollqiw k Sons k ors. v. London Bnildlng Trades 

Federation k on. li^nnction 

384 Wharton v. Gnde k Son trespass 



411 
412 
426 
437 

441 



10 



26 
27 



Jjott V. Gordon, Smith k anr. work 

Hannaford v. Weston contiuct 

Langtry v. Union Bank of Ixnidon negligence 

Thompaon v. Midland By. Co. pers. inj- 

Paraell v. Wells false impt. 

Tepper Laski o. Barton ftand. reps. 
446A Levetns v. Uzielll policy 

461 Payne v. London k North Western By. Co. pers. 
inJ. 

Liquidation l>4ate9 Pnrchaae Co. Ld. e. Haldon k 
on. possession 

Stewart «. Traoey assault 

Ixmdon Sanitary Laondry Union Id. v. Wehrspon 
k anr. ftaod. repo. 
66A Harris «. VllUers contract 
204 Cnrrie v. Lenbe k anr. libel 

Emett «. Newton libel 

Lewis V. L. G. 0. Co. Id. negligence 

Chantler v. White oantract 

Weldon V. Matthews contract 

Gomees v. Landon & Co. Id. salary 

Hick o. Gibbon slander 

Edwards v. Gee k Sons libeL 

Crane o. Matthews contract 

Gongh V. Sotton, Garden k Go. commlBsion 

Hohnes o. Preeton breach of promise 

Ix)ckyer «. Sir Bobert Peel money lent 

Easton «. Bozall k anr. detlnne 



370 
372 
466 
466 
489 
497 
502 
503 
507 
614 
550 
551 
552 
654 
562 
563 
56^ 



Matthews V. Bndy covenant 
Hardy «. London Tramways Co. pers. ixO. 
Beat V. Osborne, Garrett k Co. libel 
Marsh k anr. Bartley money received 
Bnmham v. London Tramways Co. pers. InJ. 



672 i &^J. *• 5*8^ '^'^i ^^a\ consolidate I 

* ' -* I Pugh V. Kagi goods sold f 

680 Potter V. Heard contract 

583 Gtevillc r. Williamson covenants 

697 Homsey v. Fortcscuo ftaud. repa. 

603 Tyson v. Cook k anr. awanlt 

606 Bridge v. Attlee work 

607 Jjindor v. Lee fhind. reps. 

609 Mutual Union Insoe. Co. Id. o. Peara wrong dis. 
611 Auctioneere' Institute of the United Kingdom v. 

Institute of Auctioneers and Valuers injunction 
Thompson o. Woddiouse breach of promise 
HouldsworUi r. Priestley contract 
Vincent Bbodeslan Developments Co. v. Avhite 

contract 
HaU P. London Tramways Co. pers, iijj. 
Hanson r. Gt Eastern By. Co. pers. li^. 
Cook k anr. v. Bannerman k Co. work 
AUen«. BaUey false impt. 
Piyce-Jones k on. v. Kennedy k ors. deed 
Ingram o. Goole SS. Co. Id. pers. inJ. 
Lawrence V. East London Waterworks Co. pers. 

inj. 

656 f Gardiner r. Chambers contract) consolidated 

657 > Same r. Same contract f 
697 Smith v. Kay breach of piumlse 
702 Robins r. Murphy k on. guarantee 
709 Dartnell v. Howards k Sons negligence 

713 Whitaker v. Mutual liife Assce. Soc. policy 

714 Hendry v. Guest libel 

7 17 Leman r. Earl's Court Hotels wrong dis. 

719 Ramsden v. Benetflnk kCo.k anr. libel 

733 Gore V. Sudley breach of promise 

745 Goodson v. Sunbury Gas Consumers' Co. Id. pers. 



inj. 

749 Jaw Guarantee, kc. Soc. v. Boyes cont-tict 

750 Town V. Walton contract 

752 Jones V. Batey & Co. negligence 

754 Klncald k Co. r. South Staffordshire Trams Co. 

work 
756 Army k Navy Cooperative Soc. Id. v. Everett k 
Son money paid 

Beard v. Farrante fhuid. reps. 

Browning k ors. v. Sachs stockbroker's acct. 

Adams v. Sir W. C. Leng k Co. libel 

Gibbons k Wife v. Taylor's Drug Co. Id. pers. Inj. 

Hunsley v. Law breach of promise 

Moore v. Singh commission 

Tumham v. Great Western Ry. negligence 

Sutton V. I^ulse k Co. Id. wrong dls. 

Bolden «. Andrews' Star Omnibus Co. Id. pers. inj. 

Roberts v. Countess Russell libel 

Simpson r. Mechlyn, Harley k Co. stockbroker's 
aoct. 



The following Numbers will be in the I 
for Trial on Tuesday, 14th April-Xoi 
338 to 36.5, both inclusive. 

338 Buller v. Duncan k Co. money paU 

339 Walkers Bros. o. Nnthall fc ors. gookwll 
241 Owles V. Weyers k ors. 

353 J. Salter k Co. v. Rich 

354 Wllford V. Newman 

355 Coffin o. Steel lasne 

358 Sternberg v. Fordham k anr. comrat«iian 

359 Keen «. Stevens pers. InJ. 

363 Froet k ors. v. London Road Car Co. v^iK- 
365 Carr v. Barrow bill 



272 Cooke «. Churchill & Co. contract 

369 Hall k anr. v. Adamson seduction 

377 Rooke v. Heam pera. InJ. 

401 Eldridge V. Jarrold contract 

413 Blake V. Parker blU 

414 Turner v. Bowley & Son libel 

418 Thomas V. Thake slander 

419 Johnson v. Clinton k Co. trespass 

420 Carr v. Barrow commission 
133 Slivlnski V. Coulthunst trespass 

282 Maodonell v. LogsdaU slander . 

362 Holdsworth v. Vestry of St. Pancras per*, a* 

iOO Butterlleld v. Rapp libel ^ ^ 

431 Gallifordw. Imperial Property kIn^-e*BertOt« 
pers. InJ. 

433 Swain v. Outen slander 

434 Gnffinoy v. Hoffer cheque 
436 Molesworth v. Henry money lent 
438 Scrimgeour v. Bishop k anr. 
444 Attwood V. O'Grady detinue 

453 Fenner v. Sparks k Son pera. li^. 

454 Kissam v. Link fraud, repa. I 
461 Moes 0. Bates pen. iiU* 

464 Swanson k Wlta v. Head pera. iiU. 

468 Smith o. Kinnard breach of promise 

469 Eady v. Sscaepanski goods sold 
472 Tripp V. Bndden k anr. detinue 



MIDDLESEX Common Jury AolionM, 

Actions beyond Ko. 472 in this List will not 
be taken before Monday, 20ih April. 



474 
480 
482 
484 
485 
487 
508 
509 
511 
617 
521 
623 
535 
536 
538 



Fradd «. Transylvanian Development U. ^^ 

Boyer e. Elliott work 

Roberte V. Hymans fc «nT. inspaas 

Boraoni v. Verkml dander 

Hunter «. PwUbeli CoqMration woriE 

Elmer v. Rochester k anr. woik 

Stanley «. Bird slander 

Bates V. Robertson dander 

Abbott V. Buxton money lent 

Barton Union Bank kL V. Cadman gnarsi"' 

Harvey ». Vereker dander 

Shaipev.Tavl8toekBotdGb.Id. v<itk 

Anderson «. Tooley Bknl goods sold 

Biyer Jc Son V. Chadwick goodasoU 

Kallmeier «. Morland Ic Co. blU 
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Dldwn V. BbuMifoid Waterworks Co. oontract 
Alkn V. MattiMWB & on. Ubel 
Gonkn V. CortMdlls note 
Stoart V. BlchardMm libel 



FigBott «. Palmer work 

Taylor v. Sntttm It ors. monej received 

HopUnflOD & Go. Id. V. Haifiman Id. guode aold 

6M NatlTeBrandBTeaPackingCo. Id. V. Lewis calls 

fide Nathan v. Goombe Bros. pera. iqj. 

Ml Cimningham v. Phllp negligence 

(04 Chattell «. Tnmer libel 

ni Edwazds V. Fox ft Son distzew 

in Gtmd V. WUliams contract 

CSS Smith k anr. «. Lnmley & Go. iasoe 

04 Tomklns V. GUlaid aUiider 

625 Gieenaway v. De Stedingk goods sold 

•38 WUmot «. Balston trespass 

649 Bncfaanan ft Co. V. Scott It anr. work 

US Kharman v. Stevenson slander 

673 Leader Box Machine Syndicate Id. V. Crow calls 

6U E. BoUns ft Son kL V. Miller wananty 

678 BlaekweU V. Walters assault 

•8S Nicholson V. Gorringe money received 

683 BeUingham ft Co. Id. V. Healey goods sold 

(83 Noble V. Underwood slander 

«86 Stedman v. Baker ft Co. ft anr. liaise Impt 

MS BeUlogerv. Smith Ubel 

703 Miller V. Stnchberry detinue 

706 Wright «.Plttier trespass 



NON'JOBY ACTIONS. 

Actiou bejond Xo. ^2 in this List will not 
be taken before Monday, 20th April. 

The following Numben will be in the List for 
Trial OB Tuesday, 14th April— Nos. 642 to 
713, both inclosire. 

«3 Onnia Marble Co. kL V.Moore goods sold 

(71 OattMonie v. Samuel money paid 

671 Geddes ft anr. v. Putter commission 

618 Bd Light Co. id. V. Oonniug contract 

W Tony V. Williams contract 

W XaoD cSmith contract 

>48 GlUespie r. District Chemical Cu. Id. work 

LQSTughan (April 16) by orJer v. Heath ft on. 

corenant 
W Robaon r. FitzGeorge guarantee 
i» AnhcU V. The Trust Agency, ftc. Co., Ac. M. 

ooDkract 
<U Xtkner-Gen. v. Henwood injunction 
71S Di^yv. Bowler work 
[S CUxkv. Bnllen possession 
m MnUer v. Lange note 
>3I Spoooer v. Tyaer contract 
743 BettUnger ft anr. V. Scbldrowitz contract 



Jil Sankey ft Go. v. Dunford goods sold 
W7 Armltage r. Bell work 



I f 65 Newman v. Emery ft anr. contract 

773 Parker ft Co. V. \Vhalley stockbroker's aoct 

774 Meyer «. Hatherly negligence 
777 Falnv. llibbs poaseaslon 

, 779 Hallett V. Webb poeseselun 
789 Deerlng v. Tremaro covenant 
793 St. Martin's Vestry o. Ward issue 

802 Matbesoo v. Gregory ft Co. money received 

803 Jarvis v. Barrow work 
814 Alton V, Hicks money lent 

818 Basan v. JefTerys stockbroker's aoct. 

828 Montmorencyand another r. Graves stockbroker's 

account 

829 Spurgeon v. Mulvany issue 

831 • .Warden v. Linnett* negligence • * 
835 Chandler v. Woods contract 
841 Van Dnaer v. Hall money lent 
844 Jay o. Macdonald stockbroker's acci. 

868 Wolfe V. Leake ft anr. covenant 

861 Young ft Go.'8 Brewery Id. anJ anr. < 

trespass 
864 Webb V. Goddard ft Sons work done 

869 Chapman (settled) v. Death poeeeesion 

871 Hart V.Holt stockbroker's aoct. 

872 Crew v. Hamilton possession 
3 Gharlesworth v. Broderick injunctfcm 
6 Queen Anne'si Manskms Lighting, ftc. Co. 

Bensbaw rent 
Mynors v. Stewaitt negligence 
Parker ft anr. v. Clarke ft anr. issne 
Duncan v. Schotborgb contract 



17 
68 
89 
120 
124 



lordage Co. v. Knowles goods 



164 
176 
190 
256 



340 
442 

491 
594 
781 

878 
880 
883 
886 

890 
893 
898 



921 
926 
930 
935 
937 
938 
941 
942 



Hughes V. Bragg guarant 

Hemp Yam, ftc. Cordage 
sold 

Fumer ft ors. v. Hull ft ors. trespass 

Crouch V. Comber trespass 

Cook o. Smith issue 

Badford o. Woking Urban District GouucU con- 
tract 

Basan e. Bell stockbroker's acct. 

Mowatt ft anr. o. Clarke ft anr. issue 

Crawley o. Elliott ft anr. possession 

Seaton V. Lord Grey de Wilton money paid 

Siever v. Sir R. Peel money paid 

Faughner v. Kentucky Timber, Goal, ftc. Co. Id. 
contract 

Mortimer v. Newton stockbroker's acct. 

Joseph V. Hardman fhind. reps. 

Comforth ft anr. v. Straban stockbruker's acct. 

Band (Pollock, B.) v. The Guardians of Oreett 
Union work 

Bisset V. Cooper possession 

Green v. Bellinger Ipjnnction 

Georges v. Crulckshank money lent 

The Marquess of Abergavenny, K.G. r. White ft 
anr. possession 

Pocock«. Rubinstein work 

Royds V. Motion rent 

MacCt/nnell v. Brown work 

Chadd V. Tabard Works Id. note 

Harwood o. Brianoourt possesston 

Berg, Sons ft Go. v. Hail contract 

Edwards v. Cole contract 

Goble V. Gobla interpleader issue 



944 Dogllani v. Mann commission 
946 Taylor ft ors. o. White trespass 



947 The Eoelaslastical Gommrs. for England V. Bowley 

rent 

960 Flory «. Walker goods sold 

962 Corbanx v. Lawrence and Wife money re- 

ceived 

964 Woods V. Smith money paid 

956 Chapman v. Bird ft anr. covenant 

957 Glbbard V. Wheeler ft ors. possession 

963 Mannlx v. Gregory detinue 

965 Pearson ft Go. v. ticott contract 
067 Lovegrove v. Goodman issue 
968 Ford, Fowler ft Go. v. Same issue 
977 Coote «. Holmes goods sold 

979 JaiTe ft Go. «. Held commission 

984 Higglns V. Rouse agreonent < • 

985 The Projectile Co. Id. v. Wylie work 

988 HaUv. WaU poesession 

989 Swinglehnrst v. The Fortis Powder and Explosives 

Go. Id. work 

990 Pause V. £. Mandeville money received 

991 Pause V. A. M. Mandeville money received 

995 Taylor v. Gladding trespass 

996 Penton o. Ruffln covenant 

997 Gorrie v. Birsch goods sold 

998 Keyl «. Keybar Engineering Company limited 

money lent 

1006 Tarkshira Trust Id. (in liquidation) v. Sudeley 
declaration 

1006 Verheyen «. Freeman covenant 

1007 Oliver v. Davis ft Sons Id. detinue 

1008 Lefkas V. Morgan ft Go. detinue 
1016 Bevls V. Skinner goods sold 

1016 Harferidge v. McEwan money paid 

1024 Brlnsmead v. Lichtenstein detinue 

1025 Clarke «. Sax ft ors. contract . /. . 

1026 Norman e. Pelican ft ors. poesession 
1029 De Barreto v. Rolfe covenant 

1031 The Hetty Gold Mine Id. v. Robinson call 

1033 Harris «. Chlswell possession 

1038 Woods V. Cramp ftaud. reps. 
1321 Cramp O.Woods biU 

1039 Woods ft anr. «. Burrows contract 

1040 Wortley ft anr. «. De Freitaa goods sold 

1041 Freeman v, Pape stockbroker's aoct. 

1042 Balls «. Lardner covenant 

1046 Humphreys Id. v. Taylor work done 

1046 The Maclaurin Phosphate Mining Syndicate h\. v. 
Adams calls 

j 1062 Perkes o. Nightingale ii^unctlon 

I 1054 Viard v. RumbaU ft Sons detinue 

' 1065 Oetanann and Company «. Long and Com^iany 

I money received 

I 1068 Osman «. Raphael ftand. reps. 

I 1069 Purkis ft ors. v. I^wrence ft ors ti^pass 

I 1071 Jay V. Whitfield money paid 

, 1074 Wearing v. Gehringer contract 

I 1075 Chalk v. Chalk detinue 

I 1078 Scallon V. Smith bond 

; 1079 Roose V, Trower money paid 

1080 Rooee v. A. Trower money paid 

. 1084 Humphreys v. Dinkelspiel rent 

1085 De la Force v. The London Hydranlic Power Co. 

negligence 

1086 Western v. Bailey trover 

1087 Gillett «. Sank work 

1090 Hall V. The Guardians of the Poor, St. Luke pers. 

iiO. 

1095 Matton o. CaldweU issue 

1U99 IVgeter v. Hewitt rent 



SUMMARY OF ACTIONS ENTERED FOR TRIAL to APRIL 5th, Inclusive. 

Special Juries. Common Juries. ToIaI. 

Middlesex 179 .. 204 .. 383 

Non-Jarles , . , . . . , , 287 

London ,, l ., l .. 2 

Commercial Causes . . . . . . . , 3 

(Cases are only entered in the Commercial List when the days are fixed for Trial) 

Set down under Order XIV .. .. .. ,. 8 

688 



Note. — This Sommary shows the total number of Actions for Trial up to and indusiye of the above date. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE— QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 











EASTER SITTINGS, 1896. 








Dates. 


Lord Ghiefi 
JusncK. 


PollookB. 




Mathkw J. 


Cave J. 


DAT J. 


1 

WnxsJ. 


Gbabthax J. 


188e. 




















Apinii . • • 


11 


• • 


•• 


• • 


• • 


« • 


• • 


•« 


Ncoihem 
Circuit 


n 


H 


Diyisional 
Court 


Divisional 
Court 


NiaiPrius 


NiBiPriuB 
Commercial 

List 


Kisi Prius 


Diviflional 
Court 


NiBiPrius 


n 


n 


18 


»» 


>♦ 


♦» 


» 


w 


» 


n 


n 


n 


22 


»i 


>» 


n 


»» 


n 


(Central 

Criminal Court 

interrening) 


9* 


^ 


n 


25 


>} 


»» 


»» 


»» 


»? 


♦» 


i 


n 


May . . . 


6 


»♦ 


V 




»< 


»« 


„ 


1* 


" 1 



18 
20 

22 



Central ' 
I Criminal Court 



End 

DiviaioBal 
Court 



The Business of the Courts will be taken in aooordance with the Judges* Resolutions of May 24, 1894. The Judges named to sit 
in Divisional Court will, whenever it becomes necessary, sit at Nisi Prius. 



HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE. 
PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADM IRALTY DIVISION. 

EASTER SITTINGS, 189fi. 



PROBATE AND MATRIMONIAL. 
The Causes set down for trial will be taken in the following 
Older: — i 

Vndbfsmded Matbdaonial Causes will be taken on Tuesday, 14th, 

and Wednesday, the 15th April. 
Common Jubt Causes, Thursday, 16th April, to Saturday, 25th | 
April, inclusive. 
Probftte and Matrimonial Common Jury Causes will form one List, 
and be taken in the order in which they are set down. 
Probate and Defended Matrimonial Causes for Hearing before 
THE CouBT ITSELF, Tuesday, 28th April, to Saturday, 9th May, ' 
inclusive. ' 

Probate and Defended Matrimonial Causes will form one List, and 
be taken in the order in which they are set down. 
Special Jubt Causes, Tuesday, 12th May, to Friday, 22nd May, 
inclusive. 
Probate and Matrimonial Special Jury Causes will form one List, 
and be taken in the order in which they are set down. 
Divisional Court, Tuesday, 5th May. 

Summonses before the Judge will be heard at 11 o'clock, and 
Motions will be heard in Court at 12 o'clock on Monday, April 20th, 
and on each succeeding Monday during the Sittings. 

Summonses before the Registrars will be heard at the Probate 
Registry, Somerset House, on each Tuesday and Friday during the 
Sittings, at half-past 11 o'clock. 

All Papers for Motions on Mondays mudi he left in the Con- 
tebtious Department of the Principal Probate Registry at Somerset 
House before 2 o'clock p.m. on the preceding Wednesday. 



ADMIRALTY. 
The Court will sit in the Royal Courts of Justice — 

At 10.80 A.M. on every Week-day, except Monday, and at 11 aji. 
on every Monday, from Tuesday, April 14th, untU Friday, 
May 22nd, inclusive. 

A Divisional Court will sit on tlie first Tuesday in each monUi 
during the Sittings, when necessary. 

Summonses in Chambers will be taken at 11, and Motions in Coart 
at 11.30 every Monday during the Sittings. 

All Papers for Motions and for Summonses to be heard before the 
Judge must be left in the Admiralty Registry, Royal Courts of 
Justice (Room 738), on the Wednesoay preceding. 



Summonses before the Registrar will be heard at the Admiralty 
Registry, Royal Courts of Justice (J2oom 729 or 730), at 11 a.h. 
on every Wednesday and Saturday during the same period. 



The Admiralty Registry and the Marshal's Office are on the Third 
Floor of the West Wing, in Rooms Nos. 729 to 744, and are open 
from 10 to 4, except on Saturday and during the Lone Vaca- 
tion, the Christmas Vacation, and on Wbit Tuesday, when the 
hours are from 10 to 2. 

The Long Vacation is from August 13th to October 23rd, and the 
Christmas Vacation, from December 24th to January 6th, indn- 
sive. 

The Oflices are closed on Good Friday, Easter Eve, Easter M(»iday 
and Tuesday, and Whit Monday, also on Christmas Day, as^ 
the next following working day. 

Registrar's Room, 730 ; Assistant Registrar's Room, 729 ; . Referenw 
Room, 743; Waiting Room, 744. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE— QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 









EASTER SITTINGS, 


1896. 






Chari.es J. 


Vaughan 
Williams J. 

• • 


Lawrance J. 


Wright J. 


COLUNS J. 


Bbooe J. 


Kennedy J. 

• • 


Bemarks. 




• • 


• • 


• • 


• • 






Companies* 

work and 

Bankruptcy] 


NisiPrius 


Divisional 
Court 

» 


Railway and 

Canal 
Commission. 


NisiPrius 


Chambers 


Mr. Justice Vacghan 
Williams will be sitting 
in Divisional Court in the 
event of Banlvruptcy and 
Companies' Cases not being 
ready. 
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i» 


»» 


» 


" 


>» 






»» 


" 


» 


Northern 
Circuit 


» 


»» 
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» 


North Eastern 
Circuit 
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» 


»» 


^ ^ 




»5 


» 


End 


End 


» 


» 






»» 


>» 


Divisional 
Court 


Nisi Prius 


»» 


» 






>» 


>» 


19 


»> 


») 


>i 





siness of the Courts will be taken in accordance with the Judges' Besolutions of May 24, 1894. The Judges named to sit 
in Divisional Court will, whenever it becomes necessary, sit at Nisi Prius. 



[JNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



5CTUS OF LSCTURES AND CIiASSES 

DURING 

I AND TRINITY EDUCATIONAL TERMS, 1896. 



TIONAL LAW (ENGLISH AND COLONIAL) 
AND LEGAL HISTOKY. 

leader J. P. Wallis, Esq. 

ister and Trinity Terms, 1896, the Beader proposes to 
ires and hold Classes in the following subjects : — 

CONSTITUTIOXAI. LAAV. 

Province of Constitutional Law — The Law and Custom 

the Constitution — Written and TTnwritten, Flexible, and 

^d Constitutions. 

Sovereignty of Parliament. 

j< Conmetudo Parliamenti — The Crown and Parliament 

rhe Duration of Parliaments. 

Ament and Elections — Disqualifications for Membership 

The Franchise. 

Privileges of Parliament — Conflicts with the Courts — 

euling Oases. . 

House of Lords — Characteristics of Peerage — Creation^' 

Peers — Life Peerages— Privileges — Conflicts with House 

Commons. 

amentary Procedure — Public Bills — Money Bills — 



Private Bills — The Cabinet and the House of Commons — 
Parliamentary Control. 
VIII. Colonial Constitutions — History and Classifications of Bespon- 
sible Government in the Colonies — Colonial Governors — 
Belations with the Home Government. 

IX. The Rule of Law — Personal Liberty and Security — Remedies 
for infringement of — Habeas Corpus. 
X. Offences against Public Order — Treason — Treason Felony- 
Unlawful Assembly — Conspiracy — Riot — The Riot Act- 
Martial Law. 

XI. Freedom of Speech and of the Press — Historical Summary— 
The Libel Acts — Seditious and Blasphemous Libels. 

The Reader will continue his Classes in Constitutional History 
beginning with the Tudor Period. 



Easter Term. 

The first Lecture will bo delivered on Thursday, 16th April, at 
3 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour on 
subsequent Thursdays. 

The first Class will be held on Friday, 17th April, at 3 o'clock, and 
the subsequent Classes on Tuesdays at 3 o'clock, Thursdays at 11 
o'clock, and Fridays at 3 o'clock. 

Trinity Term. 

The first Lecture will be delivered on Thursday, Ith June, al 
3 o'clock, and the Ijcctures will be continued at the same hour on 
subsequent Thursdays. 

The first Class will be hold on Friday, 5th June, at 3 o'clock, 
and the subsequent Classes on Tuesdays at 3 o'clock, Thursdays at 
11 o'clock, and Fridays at 3 o'clock. 
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EOMAN LAW AND JDEISPRUDENCE AND INTER- 
NATIONAL LAW— PUBLIC AND PRIVATE. 



deader , . . 
Assistant Beader 



W. A. HuNTBB, Esq. 
J. E. G. Mukbo, Esq. 



I. 

n. 
ra. 



During Easter and Trinity Terms the Readeb proposes to deliver 
Lectures and hold Glasses on the following subjects : — 

SENIOR LEGTURES. 

PuBuo Intebnational Law. 

Definition of International Law — Sources and Authorities. 
Rights of Sovereign States; independence, civil and criminRl 

legislation ; equality, property. 
International Law relating to Embassies and Treaties. 
IV. Rights of Belligerents arising out of the state of War. 

V. Rights of War as to Neutrals. 

JUNIOR LEGTURES. 
General Pbinoiplbs op the Law of Gontbacts. 

I. Consent — Error. 

II. Qualifications as to Time, Place, or Gonditions. 
III. Force, Fraud, and absence of Considerations. 
rv. Illegality and Impossibility, 

V. Incapacity. 

VI. Agency. 
VII. Release and other modes of ending Contracts. 

Vin. Interest, moroL, and measure of Damages. 

In his Classes the Reader will consider the Roman Contracts in 
detail, including Correality and accessory contracts. 

The Assistant Reader will discuss the leading English cases 
relating to Private International Law. 

Easter Tebm. 

The first Senior Lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, 15th 
April, at 10 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the 
same hour on subsequent Wednesdays. 

The first Senior Class will be held on Thursday, 16th April, at 
12 o'clock; and the subsequent Senior Glasses at the same hour on 
Tuesdays and Thursdays. 

The first Junior Lecture will be delivered on Friday, 17th April, 
at 10 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour 
en subsequent Fridays. 

The first Junior Class will be held on Saturday, 18th April, at 

11 o'clock, and the subsequent Junior Classes on Mondays at 10 
o'clock, and Tuesdays and Saturdays at 11 o'clock. 

Tbinity Tebm. 

The first Senior Lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, 3rd June, 
at 10 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour on 
subsequent Wednesdays. 

The first Senior Glass will be held on Thursday, 4th June, at 

12 o'clock, and the subsequent Senior Classes at the same hour on 
Tuesdays and Thursdays. 

The first Junior Lecture will be delivered on Friday, 5th June, 
at 10 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour on 
subsequent Fridays. 

The first Junior Class will be held on Saturday, 6th June, at 
11 o'clock, and the subsequent Junior Glasses on Mondays at 10 
o'clock, and Tuesdays and Saturdays at 11 o'clock. 



THE LAW OF REAL AND PERSONAL PROPERTY AND 
CONVEYANCING. 

Beader SiE H. Elphinstone^ Bart. 

Assistant Beader . . John Gent, Esq. 

During Easter and Trinity Terms the Reader proposes to deliver 
Lectures and hold Classes on the following subjects ;^. 



SENIOR LEGTURES. 

Easteb Tebm. 

I. Nature of Mortgage explained— General form of Mortglg^ 

deed — ^The Morli;age debt a corenant for payment 
II. Legal Mortgage of Freeholds— The conveyanoe and \mm 
for redemption. 

III. Legal position of Mortgagor and Mortgagee re^pectlTely- 
Restrictions in the right of redemption. 

IV. Remedies of Mortgagee independent of Statute. 
V. Special and Statutory Powers. 

Heinity Tebx. .. 
I. Mortgage of Leaseholds. 
II. Mortgage of Copyholds. 

III. Transfers of Mortgages, and Reoonveyancea. 

IV. Equitable Mortgages. 
V. Mortgages to Trustees. 

JUNIOR LEGTURES. 
Eastbb Tebm. 
I. General form of Lease. 

To whom are rents reserved ? With whom should 1 

covenants be entered into ? Covenants by lessor implid 

by demise — Covenant for quiet enjoyment— Covenants i 

under-lease. ' 

U. Leases — ^Interest of husband in wife's Leaseholds— B 

•for landlord for his rent, given by law and by expic« c 

tract — Licence to commit breach of covenant — "WTiat coy< 

run with the land or the reversion. 

III. Assignments and Mortgages of Leaseholds. 

Trinity Tebm. 

I. Manor — demesne la^ds — tenemental lands— OopylHildi-| 

Nature of interest of tenant — Interest of hosbuia in fifel^ 

land and of wife in husband's land. \ 

II. Surrender — descent— devise. i 

III. Admission — Conveyance on Sale — Mort^^s. 

IV. Forfeiture — Fines— Seizure quousque— -Heriots. 

V. Choses in Action. 

Easteb Tebm. 

The first Senior Lecture will be delivered on Wedneadsy, I'A; 
April, at 4 o'clock, and the Lectures will bo continued at the eaai 
hour on subsequent Wednesdays. 

The first Senior Glass will be held on Friday, 17th April, at 
o'clock, and the subsequent Senior Glasses at the same luHir ' 
Tuesdays and Fridays. 

The first Junior Lecture will be delivered on WednesdaT, 154| 
April, at 12 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the a 
hour on subsequent Wednesdays. 

The first Junior Glass will be held on Friday, 17th April »t 
o'clock, and the subsequent Junior Glasses at the same hoor 
Mondays, Tuesdays, and Fridays. 

Tbinity Tebm. 

The first Senior Lecture will be delivered on Wednesdsy, 
June, at 4 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the 
hour on subsequent Wednesdays. 

The first Senior Glass wUl be held on Friday, 5th June, »t|j 
o'clock, and the subsequent Senior Classes at the same hoar 
Tuesdays and Fridays. 

The first Junior Lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, 3ri 
June, at 12 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued tt to 
same hour on subsequent Wednesdays. 

The first Junior Class will be held on Friday, 5th Jane, it 
12 o'clock, and the subsequent Junior Classes at the same hov ^ 
Mondays, Tuesdays, and Fridays. ' 



LAW AND EQUITY. 

Beader . . . . . Edmund Robebtson, Esq^QC. 

Assistant Beader . . J. A. Hamilton, Esq. 

During Easter and Trinity Terms the Readbb proposes to delifcf 
Lectures and hold Classes on the following subjects :— 
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SENIOR LECTURES. 

GoHTBACTs OF Sale OF GooDS (Sale OF GoODS ACT, 1893). 

L The Contract of Salo ; its essential elements. 
The thing sold. 
The price. 
IL Epfbct of the Contbact in Passing Propebty. 
Speciflo Goods. 

Unascertained Goods — ^Appropriation, 
in. Eeservation of Jus disponendi. 

Supplemental qnestions. 
IV. Conditions and Warranties. 

v. Performance of the contract — ^Duties of Buyer and Seller. 
VL Unpaid Vendor's Lien. 
MI. Stoppage in transitu. 
Mil. Bemedies of Buyer and Seller. 

JUNIOR LECTURES. 
The Contracts of Corporations. 

L Essential characteristics of a Corporation. 
I Sketch of development of Corporation Law in England. 

Corporations clarified. 
J (a) According to origin. 

j (b) According to purpose. 

I (e) According to constitution. 

Ccnrporations Sole and Aggregate, 
i Foreign Corporations. 

II. Contracts by and with Corporations. 

1. Formal requisites. 

The necessity for Sealing — Common Law rule and 
recognised exceptions. 
f Statutory provisions. 

Effect of absence of Seal. 

2. Contracts made by Agents. 

3. Capacity to Contract. 

Limitation of capacity in general. 

Reasons for limiting capacity in particular cases. 

Contracts Ultra Vires. 

4. Ratification by Corporation. 

5. Liability of Members or Shareholders. 

tThe AasiSTANT Reader will hold Classes in Easter Term in con- 
W^ of his course on ** Torts " (Wrongs to Goods and Lands), and 
pTrinity Term on " The Elements of the Contracts of Suretyship 
pU Indemnity." 

t Easteb Term. 

The first Senior Lecture will be delivered on Thursday, 16th April, 

^o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour on 

sequent Thursdays. 

^e first Senior Class will be held on Monday, 20th April, at 2 

pock, and the subsequent Senior Classes at the same hour on 

o^Miays and Mondays. 

The first Junior Lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, 15th 
v^i at 3 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same 
*Jf on Bnbsequent Wednesdays. 

^ie first Junior Class will be held on Thursday, 16th April, at 10 
^o<^ and the subsequent Junior Classes at the same hour on 
Wnidays, Tuesdays, and Thursdays. 

Trinity Term. 

The first Senior Lecture will bo delivered on Thursday, 4th 
IDK, at 2 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same 
"Jf on subsequent Thursdays. 

The first Senior Class will be held on Monday, 8th June, at 
1 clodc, and the subsequent Senior Classes at the same hour on 
peiieidayB and Mondays. 

The First Junior Lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, 3rd 
^ at 8 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same 
wjr on subsequent Wednesdays. 

The first Junior Class will be held on Thursday, 4th June, at 
wo dock, and the subseouent Junior Classes at the same hour on 
Wttidays, Tuesdays, and Thursdays. 



Header A. 

Assistant Beader . . 0. 

During Easter and Trinity Terms 
TiGctures and hold Classes on the foil 

SENIOR LI 
On Mondays, 
Winding-up of 
I. Constitution of Companies. 
Nature of Shares. 
Nature of Debentures. 
Increase and Reduction of 
II. Grounds for Winding-up. 

III. Appointment of Liquidators. 

Meetings of Creditors and i 

IV. & V. List of Contributories. 

Rectification of Register, s< 
Calls, sect. 25 of the Act of 

VI. & VII. Lists of Creditors, and 
tion of the Company. 

The Reader proposes during Tr 
Lectures on the Finance Act, 1891. 

JUNIOR LE 

On Fridays, 

Principles of Eqc 

I. Equitable relief against strict 

Mortgages ; Relief against i 
reachy v. Duke of Some 

II. He who comes into Equity mi 

Elibank v. Montolieu. 
III. Acquiescence and Delay. 
Hamsden v. Dyson, 
IV., v., & VI. Effect of the Judica 
Transfer of jurisdiction. S< 
Assignment of business. S( 
Change of Procedure. 
Abolition of injunction agai] 
Examples of equitable rules 
„ „ reme 

In the Senior Classes some of the a 
greater detail. 

The Assistant Reader will contin 
Easter 1 
Trusts, Part II.- 
I. Hid Estate and Office 
Disclaimer. 

The Estate under— (i; 
Wills Act, sects. 30 i 

II. The Office. 

The Appointment of 

(1) By Consent ; (2 

(3) By the 

Court under 

(b) The Gene 

The Retirement and 

(under correspond 

General Rules of Equi 

conduct of Trustees i 

III. The Duties of Trustees. 

(1) To receive anc 
To keep it 
invest; (5) 

IV. The Liabilities of Trustei 

(1) Criminal ; (2) 
bility, Prim 

V. The Powers of Trustees. 
(1) General; (2) f 
veyancing . 
Acts; (0) T 
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COUNC 

EAS'j 

id CLASSES to be held in 
lay, the 15th April, and he 


IL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 


LECTURES at 
Wedneso 


VER EDUCATIONAL TERM, im%. 

the Lecture Ro&ms and Class Room t» the Innkb Templb, to commence m 
continued according to the subjoined Time Table until the 9th May. 




MONDAY. 


TUESDAY. 


WEDNESDAY, 1 




LECTURE BOOH. 
A. 


LEOTUBB BOOM.' ^, ,^ „^^„ 
g^ CLASS ROOM. 


LECTURE BOOM. 

A. 


LECTURE ROOM. 

B. 


CLASS ROOM. 


LECTURE ROOM. 
A. 


lecture BOOM. 

B. 


CLABBUOIL 


10-11 


Mr. 

HoPKiiraoN. 

Class. 


Mr. 

MUNBO. 

Class. 

1 

1 




Mr. 

Hamilton. 

Class. 




Mr. 

Hunter. 

Senior 

Lecture. 

First Lecture, 

15th ApriL 






11-ia 




Mr. 

Sauivdbbs. 

Class. 




Mr. 

MUNBO. 

Class. 









Mr. 
Saundebs. 

Class. 
First Class, 
15 th April. 


i»-i 


SirH. 

ELPHINB^rONE. 

Class. 






Mr. 

Hunteb. 

Class. 


SirH. 

Elphinbtone. 

Class. 


SirH. 

Elphznstone. 
Junior 
Lecture. 

First Lecture, 
15th April. 




i 


i-» 







i 

1 

1 

t 

1 
1 
1 




i 
! 

1 


Mr. 

Robertson. 

Class. 

Mr. 

Gent. 

Senior 

Lecture. 

First Lecture, 

15th April. 




t 

1 

1 

1 


»-s 


Mr. 
1 Robertson. 
! aasB. 
: First Class, 
1 20th April. 


i 

Mr. 1 
Qbnt. 
Class. 


Mr. 

Wallib. 

Class. 

r 


1 

i 
1 

1 


»-4 


Mr. 
Henrt 
Class. 


I 
1 


; 


1 

i 

1 


Mr. 

Robertson. 
Junior 
! Lecture. 
' First Lecture, 
■ 15th April. 




4-6 


1 

' Mr. 

HOPKINSON. 

Senior 

Lecture. 

First Lecture, 

20th April. 


Mr. 

Henbt. 

Class. 


1 







Lecture Room A is under the Inner Temple Library. p]!ttranoe in Kinjr's Benoh "VVjilk. 
Lecture Room B is at 3, King's Bench Wnlk. 
The CLAf« Room is in Tanfleld Court. 
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COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATIOJf. 

EASTER EDUCATIONAL TERM, 1896. 



Lt^CTUBES and CLASSES to be held in the Lecture Roams and Class Room in the Inker Temple, to commence on 
Wednesday, the 15th April, and be continued according to the subjoined Time Table until the dth May, 



\ 


THORSDAT. 




FRIDAY. 




SATURDAY. 






LBCrURB BOOK. LECTURE BOOM. 

A. a 


CLA88HOOM. 


LECTURE ROOM. 

A. 


lecture BOOM. 
B. 


CLABBROOM. 


LECTURE BOOM. 
A. 


LECTURE ROOM. 
B. 


glass room. 






1 

1 


Mr. Hamilton. 

Class. 

First Class, 

16th April. 


Mr. Wallis. 
Class. 


Mr. 

Hunter. 

Junior 

Lecture. 

First Lecture, 

17th ApriL 


1 
i 

1 




Mr. 

HOPKINSON. 

Class. 
First Class, 
25th April. 


Mr. 

Hamiltok. 
Class. 

Mr. 

MUKRO. 

Class. 
First Class, 
18th ApriL 




10-11 










Mr. 

Saunders. 

Class. 








11—12 




Mr. HUHTEB. 
CbSB. 

FhstClan, 
I6th April. 






SirH. 

Class. 
First Class, 
17th April. 


1 




Mr. 

Hbkrt. 

Class. 
First Class, 
18th April. 






W— 1 


■ 






i 

j 

t 










1— » 






Mr. 

ROBKBTBON. 

Senior 

Lecture. 

First Lecture, 

16th ApriL 




Mr. I 

Gbkt. 

Class. 
First aass, 
17th April. 

1 










»-« 




Mr. 

Leeiii2«. 

FInt Leeture, 

ISih ApriL 








Mr. 

Wallib. 

Class. 

First Class, 

17th ApriL 








»-4 


i 




Mr. 

Hekbt. 

Lecture. 

First Lecture, 

16th April. 


• • ■ 


Mr. 

HOPKIKBOK. 

Junior 

Lecture. 

First Lecture, 

17th April. 










4-6 
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CJOUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



TRINITY EDUCATIONAL TERM, 1896. 



LECTURES and CLASSES to he held in .the Lecture Romos and CUm Room in the Unnm TtXPLX, to eormctt n 





Wedne 


sday, the Brd 


i/tme, and be 


continued cux 


ording to the 


subjoined Tim 


e TMe until 


them My. 


,^ 




MONDAY. 


TUESDAY. 


WEDNESDAY. 






LECTUBE BOOM. 

A. 


LECTUBE BOOM. 


CLASS BOOM. 


A. 


LECTURE BOOK. 

B. 


CLASS BOOM. : 


LBCHTRX BOOM. 


LECtUBK ROOIL 
B. 


cimwM. 


10— 11 


Mr. 

HOPKINSON. 

Class. 


Mr. 

MUNBO. 

Class. 






Mr. 

Hamilton. 

Class. 




Mr. 

* Hunteb. 
Senior 

Lecture. 
First Lecture, 

3rd June. 






11—12 




Mr. 
Saunders. 

Class, 




Mr. 

MUNRO. 

Class. 






Mr. 

Saundbbs. 

Class. 

First Class. 

3rd June. 




12-^1 


SirH. 

Elphinstone. 

Class. 




1 


Mr. 

HUNTEB. 

Class. 


SirH. 

ELPHINflrrONE. 

Class. 


' 


SirH. 

Elphinstonb. 
Junior 
Lecture. 

First Lecturv, 
3rd June. 




1—2 
















2-8 




Mr. 

ROBEBTSON. 

Class. 
First Class, 
8th June. 




Mr. 
Gbht. 
Class. 






Mr. 

Robbbtbon. 
Class. 




- 


8-4 


Mr. 

Hbnrt. 
Class. 










Mr. 

Walus. 

Class. 




Mr. 

ROBBBTIOH. 

Junior 

Lecture. 

First Lecture, 

3rd June. 


4—5 




Mr. 

HOPKIHflON. 

Senior 

Lectnre. 

First Lectare, 

8th June. 




Mr. 

i Hemby. 
Class. 






Mr. 

Gbmt. 

Senior 

Lectnre. 

First Lectnre, 

3rd June. 





Lectube Boom A is under the Inner Temple Library. 
Lectube Room B is at 3, King's Bench Walk. 
Tho Class Boom is in Tanfield Court 



Entranoe in King's Bench Walk. 
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COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 








TRINITY EDUCATIONAL TERM, 1896. 

LECTURES amd CLASSES to be held in tJie Lecture Rooms and Class Room in the Innbb Tsmplb, to commence on 
Wednesdaijfi the Srd June, and be continued according to the subjoined Time Table until the 4^h July. 


THURSDAY. 


FRIDAY. 


SATURDAY. 




A. 


UDOnrBE BOOM. 
B. 


CLAaB BOOM. 


LECTURBBOOM 
A. 


LECTURE ROOM. 
B. 


CLASS BOOM. 


LECTURE ROOM. 

A. 


LECTURE ROOM. 

B. 


CLASSROOM. 






Mr. 

Hamilton. 

Class. 
Fint Class, 
4th June. 




Mr. 

Hunter. 

Junior 

Lecture. 

First Lecture, 

5th June. 






Mr. 
HoFKnreov. 

Class, 
first Class, 
13th June. 


Mr. 

Hamilton. 

Class. 




10— n 






Mr. 

Waij.tr 
• Class. 




Mr. 

Sauhdebs. 

Class. 






Mr. 

MUNRO. 

Class. 
First Class, 
6th June. 




11—12 


Mr. 

HUITEB. 

Cla«. 
Tint Class, 
AtkJane. 


1 




SirH. 

Elphinstone. 

Class. 

First Class, 

5th June. 






Mr. 

Henrt. 

Class. 

First Class, 

6th Jane. 


1 
1 




18-1 




i 
1 

1 


1 
1 

i 
1 




! 

1 


1-a 


j 

i 


Mr. 

Robertson. 1 

Senior 

Lecture. 

First Lecture, 

4th June, j 


Mr. 

Gent. 

Class. 
First aass, 
5th June. , 

1 


1 

i 
1 

i 

1 
1 




i 1 
1 


2>8 


Mr. 

Ifctare. 

™U«tTin, 

♦tUoDe. 


1 
I 

1 

I 
1 


Mr. 

Wallis. 

Class. 

First Class, 

5th June. 


8-4 


Mr. 

Bkrt. 

"wt Lecture, 
4thJuae. 






Mr. ' 

HOPEINSON. 1 
Junior 
Lecture, 
•'irst Lecture. 
5 th June, i 




1 
1 




4-^5 
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VI. The Bights or Tbubtees. 

(1) Beimburoement ; (2) Belease and Indemnity; 
(3) Lien; (4) Bemnneration (under excep- 
tional conditions). 

VII. MiSOELLANKOUS MaTTEBS. 

LmOATION BY AND AGAINST TbUSTEES — 

(1) The Bepresentative capacity of TniBtees; 
(2) The effect of litigation on the powers 
of Tmstees; (3) Costa of Trustees; (4) 
Sundry. 
VIII. The Trustee Acts, 1888, 1893, 1894. 

Trinity Term. 
Trusts, Part III. — The Cestuique Trust. 

I. Equitable Ownership : The status and Bight of pos.scB8iun of 

Equitable Owners. 
II. „ „ Tho right to enforce the Trust and 

secure the Trust property. 
III. „ „ The right to follow the Trust property 

or its proceeds. 
IV. „ „ The right of alienation (Equitable 

Assignment). 
V. „ „ The deyolution on death (Conyersion 

and Be-conyersion). 
VI. „ „ The remedies of Equitable Owners 

— (1) Specific; (2) Pecuniary. 

VII. The Powers of a Tenant for life. 

VIII. The Determination of a Trust — (1) By direction of the bene- 
ficiaries; (2) By estoppel or acquiescence; (3) By 
Statutes of Limitation; (4) By Purchase for yalue 
without notice ; (5) By Merger of the Legal and Equi- 
table Interests. 

Easteb Terh. 

The first Junior Lecture will be deliyered on Friday, 17th April, 
at 4 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour on 
subsequent Fridays. 

The first Senior Lecture will be deliyered on Monday, 20th April, 
at 4 o'clock, and tho Lectures will be continued at tho same hour on 
subsequent Mondays. 

The first Senior Class will be held on Saturday, 25th April, at 10 
o'clock, and the subsequent Senior Classes at the same hour on 
Mondays and Saturdays. 

The fijTst Junior Class will be held on Wednesday, 15th April, at 
11 o'clock, and the subsequent Junior Classes at the same hour on 
Fridays, Mondays, and Wednesdays. 

Trinity Term. 

The first Junior Lecture will be deliyered on Friday, 5th 
4 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same 
subsequent Fridays. 

The first Senior Lecture will be deliyered on Monday, 8th 
4 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same 
subsequent Mondays. 

The first Senior Class will be held on Saturday, 13th 

10 o'clock, and the subsequent Senior Classes at the same 
Mondays and Saturdays. 

The first Junior Class will be held on Wednesday, 3rd 

11 o'clock, and the subsequent Junior Classes at the same 
Fridays, Mondays, and Wednesdays. 



June, at 
hour on 

June, at 
hour on 

June, at 
hour on 

June, at 
hour on 



EVIDENCE, PBOCEDUBE, CIVIL AND CBIMINAL, AND 
CBIMINAL LAW. 

Beader A. Henby, Esq. 

During Easter and Trinity Terms tho Beader proposes to deliyer 
Lectures and hold Classes on the following subjects : — 

Easteb Term. 
EyiDENCE : — 

(1) Hearsay Eyidence. 

(2) Secondary Eyidence. 



Criminal Pbocedube: — 

(1^ Proceedings before Justices at Petty SeasioDs. 
(2) Proceedings by Information and Indictment 

Criminal Law: — 

Offences against Property. 

Tbinity Term. 
EyiDENOE : — 

(1) Functions of Judge in Jury Trials. 

(2) Matters judicially noticed without proof. 

(3) Presumptiye Evidence. 

Procedure ; — 

(1) Discoyery. 

(2) Proceedings in a criminal trial, and appeals on pail 

of law. 

Criminal Law; — 

(1) Offences against the State. 

(2) Offences against Public Justice. 

(3) Offences against the Public Peace. 

Easter Term. 

The first Lecture will be deliyered on Thursday, 16th April,] 
4 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hoari 
subsequent Thursdays. 

The first class will be held on Saturday, 18th April, at 12 ads 
and the subsequent Classes on Mondays at 3 o'clock, Toesdftfi 
4 clock, and Saturdays at 12 o'clock. 

Tbtnity Term. 

The first Lecture will be delivered on Thursday, 4th Job^ 
4 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hflW 
subsequent Thursdays. . 

The first Class will be held on Saturday, 6th June, at 12 e'cM 
and tho subsequent Classes on Mondays at 3 o'clock, Tnesdaji 
4 o'clock, and Saturdays at 12 o'clock. 



Note. — ^The Lectures aro free to Members of tho Bat 

rarliculars a$ to Fees payMe by gerUlemeny not being Mewim4 
Inn of Court, may be obtained upon appHieation to the Cferfc ff i 
Council, Lincoln* s Inn Hall, W.C. 

Magnaghten, 

Chairman of Council of Legal Edwdk 
A. G. Marten, 

Chairman of Board of Studia. 

Council Chamber, Lisooln's Inn, 
Mar6h, 1896. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 

TBINITY PASS EXAMINATION, 1896. 



EXAMINATION OF CANDIDATES FOB PASS 
CERTIFICATES. 
The attention of Students is requested to the following Rulei:- 

No Student shall receiye from the Council the Certificate of KJj 
for Call to the Bar required by the four Inns of Court unless he ■ 
haye passed a satisfactory Examination as follows : — 

Candidates will be examined in the following subjects, in sd^ 
to Boman Law — 

L Law of Real and Personal Property. i 

n. Law of Contracts and Torts. 

IIL Principles of Equity. I 

lY. Eyidence, Procedure, and Criminal Law. 
Y. Constitutional Law and Legal History. 
Students haye the option of passing the Examination in ^^ 
of Roman Law, and in the subject of Constitutional Law ^'JJJ 
History, or in either of such subjects separately from other *'*'9J* 
Students who present themselyes for examination and whose w 
show that they had no reasonable expectation of passing B*f 
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oidered not to be admitted for examination again until the expiration 
of BQch time aa the Comioil may direct. 

A Student who, at any time preyiouBly to his admiBsion at an Inn of 
Courts was a Solicitor in practice for not leaa than five oonBecutiye 
years, either in England or in any Colony or Dependency, but who in 
either caae was admitted in England, and in accordance with Bnle 7 
of the Gonaolidated Regulations has ceased to he a Solicitor before his 
admission as a Student may be examined for Gall to the Bar without 
keeping any Terms, and may be called to the Bar upon passing the 
pablio Examination required by these Rules, without keeping any 
Terms; 

ProTidedthat such Solicitor has given at least twelve months' notice 
in writing to each of the Four Inns of Court, and to the Incorporated 
Law Society, of his intention to seek Call to the Bar, and produces a 
Certificate that he is a fit and proper person to be called to the Bar, 
■igned^if his practice was in England,by two Members of the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society, and, if his practice was in a Colony 
or Dependency, by the Chief Justice of such Colony or Dependency. 

The CoTmcil may accept as an equivalent for the Examination in 
Roman Law — 

L A Degree granted by any University within the British 
Dominions, for which the qualifying Examination included 
Boman Law; 

ii.* A Certificate that any Student has passed any such Examina- 
tion, though he may not have taken the Degree for which 
■uch Examination qualifies him ; and 

iU. The Testamur of the Public Examiners for the Degree of Civil 
Law at Oxford that the Student has passed the necessary 
Examination for the Degree of Bachelor of Civil Law ; 

Provided the Council is satisfied that the Student, before he ob- 
tained hia Degree, or obtained such Certificate or Testamur, passed 
a Bofficient Examination in Roman Law. 

An Examination will be held in May next, to which a Student 

of any of the Inns of Court who is desirous of becoming a Candidate 

for a Certificate of Fitness for being called to the Bar, or of passing 

the Examination in Roman Law (and or) Constitutional Law and 

L^al History, will be admissible. 

' Each Student proposing to submit himself for Examination will be 

required to enter his name in fuU^ personally or by letter, at the 

Treasurer's or Steward's Office of the Inn of Court to which he belongs, 

on or before Monday, the llth day of Map next ; and he will further 

; be required to state in writing whether his object in offering himself 

I Cor Examination is to obtain a Certificate prelmiinary to a Call to the 

I Bar, or whether he is merely desirous of passing the Examination in 

Roman Law (and or) Constitutional Law and Legal History under 

the aboTOHitated Rule. 

The Examination will commence on Monday, ike ISth day of 
May next, and will be continued on the Ttie$day and Wednesday 
IbUowinff. 

It wiU take place in Lincoln's Inn Hall; and the doors will 
be cksed Ten Minutes after the time appointed for the commence* 
aeni of the Examination. 

The Examination by Printed Questions will bo conducted in the 
following Order : — 



Monday Morning^ ISth May, at Ten, on the Law of Real and 
~ • "^ 1 Coi 

flernoon, im Mi 
paper 



Personal Property and Conveyancing. 
Monday Afternoon^ l%(h May, at Two, on Law and Equity, first 



Twe»day Morning^ 19<A May, at Ten, on Law and Equity, second 

paper. 
Tmteday Afternoon^ Idih May, at Two, on Evidence, Procedure, 

and (jriminal Law. 
Wedneaday Morning, 20th May, at Ten, on Roman Law. 
Wednetday Afternoon, 2Qth May^ at Two, on Constitutional Law 

and Legal History. 

The Oral Examination will be conducted in the same Order, and at 
the same Hours, as above appointed for the Examination by Printed 
Questians. 

The ExAMDTBBs in the Law of Real and Pbuonal Propbbty and 
I CosTETANOisra will examine in the following subjects : — 

Etements of the Law of Real and Personal Property. 
Purchases and Leases. 
Mor^pages. 
Settlements and Wills. 



The ExAMiNSBs in Law and Equity will examine in the following 
subjects : — 

FiBST Pafsb. 

Elements of the Law of Contracts and Torts. 
Negotiable Instruments. 
Agency in Mercantile Contracts. 
Contracts of Sale of Goods. 

Second Papbb. 
Trusts. 

I'rinciples of Equity. 
Administration of Assets on Death. 
Partnership and Winding up of Companies. 



The ExahinSbs in Roman Law will examine in the following 
subjects : — 

I. Law of Persons — Slavery; Patria Poteetas; Husband and 

Wife; Tutda; Cura. 
II. Law of Property — Dominium; PosaesHo; Servitudes, personal 
andprssdial; Emphyteueis; Mortgage. 

III. Law of Contract— Formal Ccmtraots; Contracts re; Contracts 

for valuable consideration in money ; Correality ; Accessory 
Contracts ; Fid^u$eio ; Mandatum ; Peeunia Condituta ; 
Elements common to all Contracts. 

IV. Delicts. 

V. Wills, Legacies, and Trusts. 



The ExAxiKBRS in CoNSTrnrnoNAL Law and Legal History will 
examine in the following subjects ; — 

I. Constitutional Law. 

(1) The Crown and the Executive. 

(2) The Law and Custom of Parliament, 
n. Legal History. 

III. The Constitutional History of England. 



The'ExAMiNBBS in Evidence, Pbocedure, Civil and Criminal, and 
Criminal Law will examine in the following subjects : — 

The Elements of Procedure, Civil and Criminal. 
The Elements of Evidence. 
Criminal Law. 



The above Bubjecte toill he examined upon so far only as treated in 
the Lectures and Claasee since Easter Term, 1894. 

' Note. — ^The Michaelmas Pass Examination will be held in Gray's 
Inn Hall, 18th, 14th, and 15th October. 

Last day for entry of names, Monday, 5th October. 

Macnaghten, 

Chairman of Council of Legal Education, 

A. G. Mabten, 

Chairman of Board of Studies. 

Council Chamber,'* Lincoln's Inn Hall, 
March, 1896. 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIP DISSOLVED. 



Walter Oswald Vizard and Charles Lothian Nicholson (Vizard & 
Nicholson), Solicitors, 18, Clement's Inn, Strand, by mutual consent 
as from April 1. 



APPOINTMENT. 



April 2. The Queen has been pleased to appoint Charles King 
Francis, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to be one of the Magistrates of the 
Police Courts of the Metropolis, in the room of Henry Jeflreyt 
Budiby, Esq., who has retired. 
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Tbe Inooi^rated Coimcil of Lai Reporting for En gland and Wila 

THE QUINQUENNIAL DIGEST, 1891-5. 

GRATIS TO 8UB8CBIBER8 TO THE LAW BEP0BT8 FOB 1896, 
But only to those who pay the Subscription during the current year. 
The above will shortly be ready. Those Snbsoribers who desire to have it bonnd are requested to intimate their 
wish to the Publishers at the earliest opportunity, that no delay may ocour in its delivery. 
The oost of binding aooording to the office pattern will be as under : — 

HALF CALF - ^ 4s, OcL | CALF ^__ - 5s. Od. 

WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Limited, Printers and FubliBhers to the Oouneil, 

27, FLEET STREET, JjOTSfDON, B.O. 



NOW BEADT. Fourth Edition, with Portrait. Grown Svou, doth. 78. Sd. I 

THE HISTOBY OF THE ENGLISH PABLIAMENT^ 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years (800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON QNEIST, Author of << The Hi^toiy of the EngUflhOonstitiilioD." 

TrantihUed by Professor A. H. EEANE, B.A., FAO.& 
'"Bns^ish xeadera will oertidiily weloome a histcnry of the English Parliunent by the greatest liying authority on the OoatiBani"- 

*<It oompletes the vast murey of our English iastitatiaiis ... to which so great a portion of Dr. GhuisTs labcrioos Ufa hti bM 
d0Toted.''-JM^ ^awt. ^ -^ 

LoNDON^: WILLLABI CLOWES A SONS, LmmD, Law Pubushbbs, 27, Fleet Stbbt, Ha 
CHEAP EDinOB'. Demy Svo., dloth. lOs. 

THE HISTOBY OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON QNEIST, PtofessorofLaw in«lieUmT0r8iiy0fBerl]n. 
TroMtUUed hy PHILIP A ASHWOETH, of (he Inner TmnpU, Ikq^ BamideMa-Law. 



** No foieigner has done more than ProfeMor Gneist to examine and make clear the history and nature of the Tgng^^*** ^^ .^-^ 

He disoaases such vital fuestions as, Whittier are we drifting? How fiur do recent changes in the feuichiss accord inth tiM whole ipiritM 
the coDstiiation? Whatisinstorefornswitii democracy fnpreme? On sadi qnestiotis as these the opinion of a fioteigser who is a seholi^ 
but no bookworm, and who has sedolonsly studied our institations, is certainly mooh more weighty than that of most BngHshmsa. . . • m 
this time these Tolmnes sre espeoially instrootlYe. They cast light on almost all the.grest qoestioiis of current politicSi'*— ZVbmi. 

%* Idbrary EditUnif 2 vois., 8vo., 32s. 
Lohdoh: WILLLiM CLOWES & SONS, LnaxBD, Law Pubushebs, 27, Flbbi Stbebt, E.a 

Boyal 8vo0f cioth, 58. 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Qiying a General Summary of the Act and a copious and useful Index, both to the sections of the Act and the diiBBrent h s s disg 
of the synopsis, with the Forms used and instructions as to the Duty. To whioh is also added the Finance Aot^ 18M, and a list of v* 
Forms used in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

{Of the Legacy Duty Office, Somenei Hame), 

AUTHOB OF TBB ^'TABLB OV THI BMOLISH nB4TH WnMB,** ^A 8B0BT IHnBX," »0., ITa 
«WmbefoaiidiMfoIlniiu8ta1iigtheliitri«MdflBoftheiiM^^ I "A^sryaerTlaeibiecompaiikatotliflaewlMndaiyttlito BMlva dtftaMAA*^ 

'•PM«ti....ipMialliiataictfQiiBMtotliBiwwdii^.''— /loayni^ | pariluMot.''— Jkw /ounial. 



Lohdon: WILLIAM OLOWBS A SONS, Luorms Law Pubushebs, 27, Fuor SrsBif, B.a 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 

EASTER SITTINGS, 1896. 



THE COURT OP APPEAL. 



Appeal CJoubt I.— Noticks. 

Qqcfn'fl Bono]i Interlocutory Appeals will be taken in Court I. on Tuesday, April 14, and afterwards on every Monday in Easter 
Sittings. Bankruptcy Appeals will be taken on Friday, April 17, and following Fridays. 

Qnccn's Bench Final Appeals and New Trial Motions will be taken in Court I. in alternate weeks during the Sittings. New Trial 
Motions will be taken in Court I. on Tuesday, April 14, and following day in that week. Final Appeals in the second week. 

Oo Mondays and Fridays Final Appeals or New Trial Motions will be taken if there are not enough Interlocutory or Bankruptcy 

Appeals for a day*s Paper. 

Admiralty Appeals (with Assessors) will be taken in Coubt I. on days specially appointed by the Court, nolicc of whioh will api)ear 

in the Daily Causo List 



Appeal Court II.—Notices. 

.V.i?.— Interlocutory Appeals from the Chancery and Probate and Divorce Divisions will be taken in Coprt U. on Tuesday, April 14, 

and afterwards on every Wednesday in Easter Sittings. 

3r.I?.— Subject to Chancery Interlocutory Appeals on Wednesdays, Chancery Final Appeals will be taken every day in Court IL 

until further notice. 

J^T.R— When the Interlocutory Appeals are not enough for a day's Paper, Chancery Final Appeals will be added on Interlocutory dayi. 

Appeals from the Lancaster and Durham Palatine Courts (if any) will be taken in Court II. on Thursdav, April 16, and Thursday, 

May 7. 

RwciAL Notice. — In consequence of the. limited state of the Chancery Appeal List, the above general arrangement will be subject 
to modification by the Judges, of which due notice will appear in the Daily Cause List. 



From the Chancery Dinsion, 
Judcmext Reserved. 



CtoMck 



Final List. 

Edwards appl. of Attorney-Gen. 
fnon order of Mr. Justice Chitty, 
dated March 23, 1895 restored 
c. a. V. Nov. 4 
rPresent, The I^rd Chancellor, 
l^ord Justice A. J^. Smith, aiid 
I/ird Justice Bigby) • 



From ike Chancery Dinsion. 



Final List. 



JIn re Vanghau Hnglien 



1895. 



(i^k 



I fin re Seme 






I ijn t» Pllddm 
(Bnndnlh 



Vanglian .HngheA apph of Pitffs. 
from order of Mr. .instloe Keke- 
wlch, date! Jmie 20, 1895 pait 
heard (•. o., by order, Nov. 14, 
WM) July 24 

Same appl. of Defte. Isik, Sons & 
Co. Id. from order of Mr. Joivtice 
Kekewlch, dateil June 20, 1895 
part beani (8.o. by order, Nov. 
14, 1895) August 2 

Dounithome appl. of Defts., N. 
Donnltbome and anr. from onftr of 
Mr. Justice North, dated May 3, 
1696 (not before May 1) August 9 

Colvin appl. of PltfT. from onier of 
Mr. Ju^ce North, dated Nov. 5, 
1899 (s.o. June 5) i>eoember 16 



I ( In ro Swift 
^i Harrison 



1896. 

Ward appl. of Pllff. f itm order of 
Jutiti< 



f. jBlggcrstafTe 
** tUowaitl 



1 Savage 



8 Shaw 



9 Rouse 



Mr. Jutitioe Kekewicb, datcl 

Nov. 7, 1895 February C 

Rowatt'd- Wharf hi. 
ltowatt'.t Whaifld. appl. of Harvey, 

Brand an I Co. fritm order of Mr. 

Justice North, dated Jan 29, 1896 

February ll 

D. B. Karri:* k Sun appl. of Defts. 

from order of Mr. Justice Chitty, 

dated Feb. 8, 1896 

February 12 
Abrahamsrn appl. of Pitffs. from 

OTtler of Mr. Justice Kekewicb, 

dated Vth. fi, 1896 February 12 
Rouse appl. of Defts. from order 

of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated 

Jan. 29, 1896 February 17 

10 Jure J. F. Clarke's Trade Mark, No. 206,870 k 

Trade Marks Acts, 1883 k 1888 
'appl. bf Julius Sax and Co. Id. 
fmm onier of Mr. Justice North, 
elated Feb. 8, 1896 onJcr not per- 
fected February 17 

11 Melr Bratt appl. of Defta. R. H. Parker 

k crs. from order of Mr. Justice 
Kekewicb, dated Nov. 7, 1895 

February 26 

12 In re The Puerto, Cabeilo k Valencia Ry. Co. Id. 

and Companies Acts, 1860 to 1890 
appl. of The Puerto, Cabeilo k 
Valencia Ry. Co. Id. from order 
of Mr. Justice Stirling, r'ated Jan. 
11, 1896 February 27 

Walters' appl. tf Deftn. T. Walters 
and anr. from order uf Mr. Justice 
Kekewicb, dated Jan. 31, 1896 

March 3 



13 Edward* 



14 rowdl 



Weddcrbum appl. of Pltlf. from 
' «yrder of Mr. Justice ItiAicr, dated I 



from order of Mr. Justice Keke- 
wicb, dated Feb. 19, 1896 

March 4 
jIn re Lord Ongley 

(Ottley Turner appL of Pltlb. from order 

of Mr. Justice Stirling, dated 

March 4, 1896 March 6 

j 17 In re The Hemp Yam k Cordage Gou Id. ft Companies 

I Acta appl. of Edwin Waterhoose 

from order of Mr. Justice Vaoglian 

' WUliams, dated Feb. 19, 1896 

March 5 
18 I& re The Lands SecnritleB Co. Id. k Companies 
Acts, 1862 to 1890 appL of 
Edwin Waterbouse from order of 
Mr. Justice Vanghan Willlam.s 
dated Feb. 14, 1896 March 6 

'19 In re E. Franklin k C/O. Id. k Companies Acts, 1862 
I V) 1890 appl. or Applicant Tronx 

oido* of Mr. Justice Kekewicb, 
I dated Feb. 27. 1896 onicrnot |)er- 

I felted Maith 7 

Bnrfoni-Hancock appL of Deft. 
Dame A. M. Borford-Hanco; k 
from order of Mr. Justice Keke- 
wich, dated Feb. 24, 1896 order 
not perfe^ied (b.o. 7 days after 
No. 27 disposed of) March 9 

Buifoid-IIancock appl. of Deft. 
Dame A. M. Bntford-Hancock 
from order of Mr. Justice Keke- 
wich, dated Feb. 13, 1896 

Marrh9 
In rt The Uuds Se.urltieA Co. Id*, ft Co. 's Acts, 1862 
t) 1890 appl. of Allied Farquhar 
(contributory) ftum order of Mr. 
Justice VaiDghau WiUlams dated 
Feb. 20, 1896 March 9 

Pneumatic Tyre Co. Id. «. Casswell . appL of Deft. 
IVom onler of Mr. Justice Keko- 
wih, dated Feb. 19, 1896 

March 9 



I 80 Tillbrook 



t 
21 Malcolm 



^ 



Dec. 4, 1895 March 3 i 

16 Pueuu^ Tyro Co. Id. v, Caaswell appl. of PltfTs. | 
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Tuesday, April 14 



Wednesday 
Thursday 



15 
16 



Friday „ 17 

Saturday „ 18 



Monday 



Tuesday 
Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

Saturday 



„ 20 

„ 21 

.. 22 

„ 28 

„ 24 

H 25 



Monday 



Tuesday 
Wednesday 



n 27 



28 
29 



Thursday „ 80 

Friday, May 1 

Saturday „ 2 

Monday „ 4 



Tuesday 
Wednesday 



Court of Appeal. 



APPEAL OOUBT, L 

A'fiaZ and Interlocutory ApwaU 
from, the Queen's BenckDiottion, 
the Probate, Divorce, and Ad' 
miraUy Division {Admiralty), 
and the Queen's Bench tHoision 
sitting in Bankruptcy. 

Ap. Mns. ex pi — Grig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions and 
New Trial Paper if re- 
quirod. 

New Trial Paper , 
Ditto. 

Bkcy. Aps. and New Trial 

Paper. 
New Trial Paper , , 



Ap. Mns. ex p. — ^Orig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions and 
Q.B. Final Appeals if re- 
quired. 

Q.B. Final Appeals . 

Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Bkcy. Aps. & Q.B. Final 

Appeals. 
Q.B. Final Appeals . 



Ap. Mns. ex p. — Grig. Mns. 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions and 
New Trial Paper if re- 
quiroil. 

New Trial Paper 
Ditto. 



Ditti. 

Bkcy. Aps. and New Trial 

Paper. 
New Trial Paper 



Ap. Mns. # X p. — Grig, Mns. 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions and 
Q.B. Final Appeals if re- 
quired. 

Q.B. Final Appeals . 
Ditto. 



AFP£AL COnST, U. 

Final and Intertoeutory Appeals 
from tKe Chancery and FrotMte, 
Diwree, aikd Admiralty Divi' 
sions (Probate and Dicorce\ 
and the Ckmnty Palatine and 
Stannaries Courts. 

Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 
& Ch. Final Apps. if re- 
quired. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 

County Palatine Aps. and 
Chancery Final Appeals. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 

Ditto. 



Ditto. 



Ditto. • 

Ap. Mns. ex p, — Orig. Mns. 
— Ape. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 
& Ch. Final Aps. if re- 
quired. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 

Ditto. 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. ex p. —Orig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 
& Ch. Fiaa^ Aps. if re- 
quired. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 

Ditto. 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 
Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 
& Ch. Finnl Apps. if re- 
quired. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE- 



OHAIOEST OOUST, I 

Before 
Mr. Justice Chitty. 

Mns. & Non-Witness List. 



Non-WitnossjList . 
Ditto. 

Mns. & Non- Witness List. 

Pets., Short Can., Op. Pots., 
Pro. Sums., and Non- 
Witness List. 

Sitting in Chambers 



Witness List 
Ditto. 

Ditto. 
Ditto. 
Ditto. 



Sitting in Chambers 



Witness List 
Ditto. 



Ditto . 
Ditto. 
Ditto . 

Sitting in Chambers 



Non-Witness List 
Ditto'. 



(HAICEBTOOini, E 

Before 
Mr. Justice North. 

Motions and Adj. SmiiBi. . 



Adjourned SummoDses . 
Ditto. . . . 

Motions and Adj. SmnM. . 

Short Causes, Pets., Fid^ 
ther Consideratioiifl, and 
Adjourned SummouML 

Sitting in Chamben. 



Non-Witness Actions 
Ditto . 



Mns. for Mr. Jostioe Cffirrr 

& Non-Witness Adiatf. 

Motions and Adj. Sunuift. . 

Sht. Can., Pets., indodiH 
Unop. Pets, for Mr. iwt 
tioe Chtttt, Fur. Ccm, 
and Adjourned Sunsa. 

Sitting in Chamben 



General Paper 
Ditto . 



Mns. for Mr. Jnstiec CBntt 

and General Paper. 
Motions and Adj. Suidbs. . 

Sht Can , Pets., indudiig 
Unop. Pete, for Mr. Jo^ 
tioe Chitty, Fur. Oob*^ 
and Adjourned Son 

Sitting in Chambers 



Witness Actioiis 
Ditto . 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 



EA8TEB SITTINGS, 1896. 



CHANCERY DIVISION. 



LOBD OHAVQELLOS V OOIIXT. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Stirung. 

Hotii&, Adjd. Smnna., & Gen. Paper 



General Paper • • « • 
. Ditto . . . , . 

Hotns^ Adjd. Sumiis., & Gen. Paper 

Short Gansea, Petitions, Adjovned 
. Supunuea, and General Paper. 



fitting in OhamlierB 



Adjoamed ^nmmonses and General 



Hotions for Bfr. Jiutice Kekewich, 

idjd. Snmna., and Gen. Paper. 
Hotes., Adjd. Snmns., & Gen. Wper 

fihl paiL, Petns. (indnding Unop. 

, Pefps. (a{ Mr. Justice Kekewich)^ 

Adjd. Snnms^ and General Paper. 

twitting in Chambers • • 



Adjd. Snmns., and General Paper . 
Ditto 



Notions for Mr. Justice Kekewich 
Adjd. Snmns., and Gen. Paper. 
' Motos., Adjd. Snmns., & Gen. Taper 

> ^t. Cau., Petns. (including Unop. 
: Pcins. for Mr. Justice Kekewich), 
Adjd. Sumns., and General Paper. 



CHANCIRT COUBT, 17. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Kekewich. 

The foUowing will be the Order of 
Business according to the days of 
the week : — 

Monday — Sitting in Chambers. 

wS^y : : :!««-«> 

Friday— (except April 24th, and 
May 1st), Motions and Non- Wit- 
ness Actions or Adjourned Sum- 



Sitting in Chambers 



Witness Actions 
Ditto . 



The first day of the Sittings, 
Tuesday, April 14th, and the last 
day of the Sittings, Friday, May 
22nd, will also be Motion days. 

In addition Mr. Justice Stirlik6*s 
Motions and Unopposed Petitions 
will he taken on Thursday, 
May7. \ [ 

Saturday (except April 25th and 
May 2nd>— Short Causes, Peti* 
tions, and Non-Witness Actions, 
or Adjourned Summons^. 

Actions for Trial with Witnesses wiU 
be taken on Tuesday, April 2l8t, 
and continued until the end of 
the following week. Motions and 
Unopposed Petitions •^will • bo 
heanl' during that period by Mr. 
Justice Stibling. 

Actions for Trial with Witnesses 
will also be taken at other times. 
Notice will be given in the Daily 
Cause List. 

Burinesi in the Liverpool and Man- 
cheater Dietrid Begittriea witt he 
taken os/oOoim :— 

Summonses in Chambers on tho 
Afternoons of Fridays, April 17fli 
and May 8th. 

Motions, Short Causes, Petitions, 
and Adjourned Summonses on 
Saturdays, April 18th and May 
9th. 



OEAHCEST OTiUBJ, m. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Romer. 

Actions transferred for Trial or 
Hearing only will be taken in the 
order in the Cause List on evei^ 
day of the Sittings, from Apnl 
14th to May 22nd, both inclusive. 



Tuesday, April 14 



Wednesdat 
Thubsdat 


,. 1 115 


FSIDAT 


„ 17 


Satcbday 


18 



Monday 



Monday 



Monday 



Tuesday 
Wednesday 
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Tuesday 


» 


21 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 



EA8TER SITTINGS, 1896— cow^nueJ. 



Thursday, May 7 



Fbiday 
Saturday 



Monday 



Tuesday 
Wednesday 



Thursday 

Friday 
Saturday 



Monday 



Tuesday 

AVEDireSDAY 



Thursday 
Friday 



11 



12 
13 



U 

15 
16 



18 



19 
20 



21 



Court of Appeal. 



APPEAL COURT, L 



Q. B. Final Appeals 

Bkcy. Aps. & Q.B. F. Aps. 
Q. B. Final Appeals 



Ap. Mns! ez p'. — Orig. Mnfc. 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inler. Motions aiM 
New Trial Paper if re- 
quired! * * 

New Trial Paper • 
Ditto. 



Ditto^. • • -. 

Bkcy. Aps. & N. T. Paper 
New Trial Paper ". 



Ap. JlnSj ez |).~0riff..Mn8. 
—Aps." from* Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions and 
Q. B. iFinalApps: if rfe- 
onired. 

Q.B. Final Appeals 
Ditto. • • 



Ditto. 
Bkcy. Aps. & Q. B. F. Aps. 



N.U.— i4(imtra/<y AppwU (with 
Aivoiwons) voiil be Uueen on dajfi 
to be appvinted bj the Court. 



APPEAL OOURT, IL 



Connty Palatino Aps. and 

Chancery Final Appeals. 

Chancery Final Appeals • 

Ditto , • • • 



• Ditto. 



Ditto. 
Ap. Mns. ex jp.— Orig. Mns. 
• — Aps, from Orda. made 
' on Iilter. Mns. (scp. List) 
& Ch. Final Apps. if re- 
quired. 
Chancery Final Appeals • 

Ditto. • • 
• Ditto. , , 



Ditto. 



• Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. ejc j;.— Grig. Mns. 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 

• & Ch. Final Apps. Jf re- 
quired. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 
Ditto . • • • 



N.n.— rrunocy JUaten (if any) 
are taken in Appbal Court II., 
on tverjf Monday aX SUtten 
until further notice. 



Special Notice.-— In consequence of the limited state of 
the Chancery A])peal List, Iho above general arrange- 
ment will be subject to modification by the Judges, of 
iihicb due Botice^ will appear in the Daily Cause List. 



HIGH COUET.OF JUSTICE- 



OHAIOEBT OOUBTi I. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Chitty. 



Mns. for Mr. Jostice North 
and Non-Witness List 

Mtns. & Non-Witness List 

Pets, (including Unop. Ptts. 
for Mr. Justice North), 
Sht Can., Pro. Sums., Op. 
Pets., & Non-Wit. List. • 

Sitting in Chambers . • 



Non-Witneet List 
Ditto. 



Mns. for Mr. Justioe^KoBTH 
and Non-Witness List • 

Mns. & Non- Witness List. 

Pets, (including Unop. PetA 
for Mr. Justice North), 
Sht Cs., Op. Pets., Pro. 
Sumns., ft Non-Wit List 

Sitting in Chambers. • 



Non-Witness List 
Ditto . • 



Mfns. ft Non- Witness List 
Remg. Mns. ft Non-W. List 



N.B.->Tbe Vfitam Llrt wUl pro- 
bably be taken om Bomo days 
other Uupi those above appointed, 
of which doe notice will be given. 
When the >Vitne» List la being 
taken, l'>arther Considerations 
will not be taken on the 
Tuesdays. 

ilny Cause intended to be heard as 
a i<bort Cause must be to marked 
in the Cause Book at least one 
dear day b^ort the same can 
be put in the Paper to be to 
heard. Two copies of Minutes 
of the proposed Judgment or 
Order must be ^ft in Oou^t 
toitkthe 0fudffe*t Clerk onts 
clear day b^ore the Cause is to 
be put in the Paper, 

N.B.— The following papers on 
Fur. Con. are reqoired for the 
use of tlie Judge, vis. — Two 
Copies qf Minutes of the pro- 
ptMd Judgment or Order, *l 
Copy Pleadings f and 'I Copy 
Chi^ Clerk's Certificate^ lahich 
must be Itft in Court with the 
Judge's CUrk one clear day 
btfore the Pur. Cm. is ready 
to come into the Paper. 



Digitized by 



OHAICEBT OGUBTiE 

Before 
Mr. Justice North. 

Witness Actions • * 

Ditto. • • 
Ditto. • • • 



Sitting in Chambcn. 



Witness Actions 
Ditto . 



Ditto. 

Ditto. 
«DitU>. 



Sitting in Chambers 



General Paper. 
Ditto . , 



Ditto . 
Mtns. and Adjd. Sumns. 



Any CauM* intended to be heard at 
a Short CaoMe muttbesomariei 
in the Cause Book at Uati om 
clear day btfore the sautf can Is 
put in the Paper to be to Afoi* 
TWO Copies oj Minutesofihtpf(h 
pcted Jmlgmont or (nder mutt 
be lift in <}9uH with (he /w/^'< 
CUrk the day before tke VtuM 
is to be put in the rajtr. 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 



EASTER SITTINGS, lS9Q-<antinued. 



CHANCERY DIVISION. 



iUBD OEABOELLOB'a OOUKT. OHAHOEBT OOUST, 17. 



Before 
! Mr. Justice Stirling. 



Wilncss Actions 



Ditto 
Ditto 



i Sitting in Chambcni 



WihicfiB Actions 
Ditto 



Ditto 



Hotos^Adjd. 6ninns.,& Gen. Paper 
j (ihort CauBCfl, Petitions, Adjonmcd 
j Sammoascs, and General Paper. 



Before 
Mr. Justice Kekewich. 



\ Sitting In Chambers 



I General Papei 
i Ditto 



Ditto • • . . • 
Motns., AdjU, Siunns., & Gen. Pa{>cr 



I ixyCaitte inUmdtdto h& keard at a Sliurt < 
Omk Mu»t b€ to wtarktd in the Cauft 
B«tk at Uati one dear daif b^ore the I 
:ame can he put in the Paper to be so \ 
heard, and the nece$Mary M^pert, indud- 
ing Mlnutetc/ihepropoted Judgment or \ 
Ofder. muMt be left wiik the- Judge's Clerk > 
mecleoirdaif before the cause is to be put ' 
in the Paper. 



[See page 103] 



OEASOEBT OOURT, m. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Romer. 



ISee page 103] 



TuuKSDAT, Blay 7 



Friday 
Saturday 



3I0MPAY 



Monday 



11 



Tuesday 
^Wednesday 


V 


12 
13 


TaCBSDAY 


n 


H 


Friday 
Saturday 
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13 
16 



18 



Tuesday „ 19 

Wednesday „ 20 



, ' Thursday „ 21 
. Friday „ 22 
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[ Contintied from paife 101] 

„. jln re T. Wainwrlght 

^ JWalnwright HodgBon appl. of Pltff. k C. Wain- 

wTight, widow, ftom order «f Mr. 

Justice North, dated Feb. 6, 1B96 
March 12 
4. (In re Hlscoe 
^^ tUlBcoe Walte appl. of Thomas Htacoe fhun 

order of Mr. Justice Kekewl;h, 

dated Feb. 29, lb96 onler not 

rfected Manh 13 

l^iuxbaser Act, 1874, & In re 
Stnait & Olivant k Seadon'M Cou- 
trati appl. of Chariot Seaiou 
from order of Mr. Juf$tic-e Stirling, 
dated Maivh 10. 1896 Manh 13 

21 M. E. M. Watklns (l»etnr.) v. W. T. P. Watklns 
f Respt.) Divorce appl. of Kespt. 
from order of the l^resident, dated 
Jan. 27, 1^96 . ^archJL7 

38 In re The International Commercial Co. Id. k Co.'s 
Acts, 1862' to 1890 appf. of John 
Oakden Swift from order of Mr. 
Jubtlce Komer, dated March 9, 
1896 March 18 

29 In ra The Kingston Cotton Mill Co. Id. k Co. 'a Acts 

appl. of Beqjanfln PidEering'fc 
anr. from order of Mr. Jnstlce 
Vanghan Williams, dated Dec. 18, 
1895 March 20 

30 In re the Army k Navy Co^>peraUve Breweries Id. 

and Co.'8 Act, 1862 appl. of the 
Army and Navy Co«opcrative 
Breweries Id. from order of Mr. 
JnsticeVaughan%Villia&i8, da&d 
Feb. 14, 1896 order not perfected 
March 21 



31 

32 
33 



CIn re Worrall 
tWorrall 



Shoesmlth appl. of Pltff. from order 

of Mr. Jnatioe Kekewich. dated 

« Feb. 12, 1896 * «larch^ 

R. R. H. Ward, one, kc appL of R. H. Ward from 

order of Mr. Jnstioe North, dated 

March 13, 1896 lAaich 24 

Knight Slmmonds ' appl.* of Deft. Mha 

onto of Mr. Jnstioe Romer, dated 

Feb. 22, 1896 order not perfected 

March 26 

34 Etherington Big Blow Gold Mines Id. appl. of 

Deft, N. J. H. i((hotbargh frem 

onler of Mr. Justice Kekewich, 

dated Feb. 14, 1896 Maixh 25 



(In re Macduff 
IMacdnff 



Macduff appl. of Attorney-Gen. 
from order of Mr. Justlre Stirlhig, 
dated Feb. 25. 1896 >lanh ;» 

36 Lee Campbell (l^»bate) appl. of Pltff. 

tvom ordei'of the^Prwkftut, dafed 
Manh 23, 1896 (cr in aJUifiativt 
from order of Jjord Juttice Lope*^ 
daUi Oct. 29, 1895) 

Man h 28 

37 In re the Yuraari Co. M. k 0).'s Acts appl. of 

AlfWxl Goort fkxm onier of Mr. 
Jnstlce Vaughan.WiUlagu, dated 
Jan. 30, 1896 April 1 

38 In ra Clayton's Estete, kc. and Midland Ry., kc. 

Act, 1889 appl. of the l>etnr., 
Charles Booth, from order cS Mr. 
Justice Kekewich, dated Manh 7, 
1896 order not jierfeited 

April 1 
3. ( In re Carewj 

iCarew Carew appl. of B. L. Carew k on. 

from order of Mr. Juntic^ Stirling, 
dated Jan. 15, 1896 April 1 

40 Stoples Eastman Photographic, kc. Co. 

appl. of G. C. Cathcart k anr. 
from order of Mr. Justice Chitty, 
dated Feb. 21, 1896 April 1 

41 In re The Trvle Mark No. 58,405 and I'atents 

Designs, kc. Acts, 1883 to 1888 
appl. of John Rowetree from onler 
of Mr. Justice Kekewich. dated 
March 31, 1896 onler not per- 
fecteil April 1 

42 Carter Dove(l'robate) appl. of Defts. fh>m 

oiUer of Mr. Justice Mathew, 
dated March 21. 1896 April 1 

43 In re Hanlaway k Manhall's Contract k\. k V. 

Act, 1874 appl. of H. Hanlaway 
from onler or Mr. Justice North, 
dated Manh 24, 1890 onler »iit 
perfct©! April 2 



From the County Palatine Court of 
Lancaster. 

I In re an Application, No. 108,425 in Class 23 of 
John Dewhurst k Sons Id. k 
lltent, Designs, kc Act appL 
of Onnptroller-General of Patents, 
Designs k Trade Marks from order 
of Vioe-Chancellor of County 
I^alatine of Lancaster, dated Jan. 
13, 1896 February 4 



From the Chancery Division. 



Inteblocutory List. 



appl. of M. 



1 In re A. E. Fenton, gent, (one *c) _,, 

, , . Cathqirt in peiwrn^finom qnler ol 

Mr. JusUce SilrlinK. dated Nov. 

• 14, ll^96 Cso. ft* cecuAty fo/ 

costs) 
Curtice appl- of Deft H. Curtice 
from onler of Mr. JoBtlce Keke- 
wich, dated March 16, 1896 
S In rts T. \r. BayHs (one*c) %ppi. df Keepii. fronf 
onler of Mr. J ustice Chitty, dated 
March 18, 1896 (order not per- 
fected) Mareh 30 



2 Grey 



From the Queen's Bench Division. 
Judgments Resebyed. 

Final List. 

Branson k *anr. v. Lamport k Ilolt appl. of Defls. 

fromjadgt. of Justloea Grantham 

' k Lawnnoe,*dated Augusts, 1899 

(c.a.% IJNBcember 9) 

GaskeU k anr. v. dealing appl. of Deft, fhnn Jodgt. 
of the Lofd Chief JuBtlc^ dated 
Dec 2, 1895, at trial without a 
Jury (C41.V. Feb. 13 



• • • » 

ISTEBW^UTORY LiST. 



In re A. E. Fcnion, gent., one, kc. (expte. Mary 

Cathcart) appl. of M. Cathcart 

from onler of Baron IHillock, 

dated Feb. 6, 1896 

» . • • • (c.»v. March 23> 



From the Queen's Bench Division. 
• • FOB HPARiiro. ' * 



Final List. 

1886. 

1 The Londun County Council, AppltB.\ Restored to 

V. The Churchwardens, Ice. of . Final List 
the*. Parish of Lambeth, in aiul to be in 
the County of London. Re^ts. NPtper fhrsti 
( /.Yowi itide ) appl. of Applta. / day on which 
from order of Baron l*oliock 1 Final Appeals 
and Mr. Justice Wright, dated ) are teken 
August 8, 1896 ' by order 

2 Dugdale Hutch Bank Manufkcturlng Co. k 

anr. appl. of Itff. in person fhm 
Judgt. of the Lonl Chief Justice, 
dated March 2, 1895. at trial with- 
out a Jury (Salford Division) 
l$ecur{ty ordered) June I 

3 Torkington Sheridan appl. of Deft, from Judgt 

of Mr. Justice Mathew, dateil 

Nov. 6, 1899 (Mcun'ty ordered) 

November 23 

4 Sharp Sharp Ik Co. Id. appl. of Defls. from 

Judgt of Mr. JusUce Mathew, 
dated Nov. 16, 1895 

November 27 

1886. 

5 Harris Whltworth appl. of Pltff. from 

Judgt of Mr. Justice Hawkins, 
dated Dec. 14, 1895, at trial 
with Common .Tnry, Middlesex 
($eeuHty ordered) January 3 



13 KlUlck&Go. 



6 Marr The Butter Knowle Cdlloy Co- 

appL of Pltflk fnm JndgL ofMr 
Justice Wright dated Dec 12> 

1895, at trial wHhoot a Jvy, 
Leeds (Mcwn ty i rdered) 

Junarya) 

7 Foster General Phosphate Corpn. ]d.km. 

appl. of Pltff. from Judgt of Mr. 
Justloe Wri^t date! Feb. 13. 

1896. at trial withoct a Joy, 
Middlesex FebnaiyS 

8 Kruger Jackson (Issue) appl. cf Fltff. fnm 

Judgt of Mr. Justtoe Yargbn 
Williams, dated Feb. 20. 1896 

MardiS 

9 TheGeneralInBoe.Co. Id. of Trieste v.Milkrk on. 

appL of PltfEft. fnan Jvdgt c( 
Mr. Justice Mathew. dated Mtrdi 
3. 1896, at trial without a Juy. 
Middlesex March C 

10 The teo SCBamshfp Co. Id. r. The Riipowiias' 

Syndicate (Be^assnre 1) appL d 
Mtffs. from Judgt of Mr. Jostk* 
, yathew, dated, Man± 3.1896,11 
trial without a Jury. MMdleiex 

MaithI 

11 Robertson ft Co. V. Corry ft Co. appl. of ntflik fha 

Judgt. of Mr. Justice Mathev, 
dated Dec 19, 1896, at trial wWi. 
' ontajmy. Middlerex Marcbll 

Price ft Co. ft The UngfleU Stesm- 
ship Co Id. appl. of the UngAeM 
Steamship Co. id. fhm Judgt cff 
the Lord Chief Justice of EDglud. 
dated March 9, 1896, at trial 
without* a Jot;}', Mlddlerax 

Marehll 

Liverpool Falling Shipowners, kc 
Assoc appl. of Defts. fn« 
Judgt of Mr. Justice Malbev. 
dated March 6. 1896. at trial vHlh 
out a Jury, Middlesex (April 17) 

14 *In ra Vm Daly on tbe Estllto of tAe late Sir Thaem 

Gresham, and In re the CoHtam 
• and Inland Revenue Act ms 

(^Revenue Side) appL of tte 
Commra. of Inland Kevenne tarn 
Justices Vanghan Williams ind 
Wright, dated March 3, 1896 

15 Beivlach Markiache Bank v. Levin ajtpL d MH. 

• ffom Judgt of Mr. Jorti « Uay, 
dated Manh 7, 1896. at trial wHh 
a Jury, MhMlesex (JOr^ XIV. 
Rule 8) March 14 

16 Dcutsch, Schleslnger ft Co. v. Harris ft Cohen sfpL 

of Drft Hanrte tnm Judgt of the 

• Lonl Chief Justice of Kngliori, 
dated Fd). 22, 1896, at trial » IU»- 
outajuiy, MMdleBex Manfa» 

17 Nevnie, Abnhams ft Co. r. Harris ft Cohen sppl. 

of Deft Harris ftom Judct of the 
Loni Chief JusUce of Kngtaid, 
dated Feb. 22, 1896, at trial with- 
out a Jury, MkUlesex Manh SO 

18 "Bockft BelB' Fuerst Bnsa. appl. of Defte. bm 

Jodgt of Mr. Justice Day, ditel 
March 19, 1896, at trial without « 
Jury, MkkUesex March 31 

19 Kcsterton ft Go. Id. v. Pocklington ft anr. appL << 

Defls. from Jndgt of Mr. Jn«k« 
Day. dated March 23, 1896. al 
trial wlthont a Jury, Middlesex 

Aprils 



13 Noone 



20 Cwewfton. 



21 Brown 



22 Wombwdl 



Camoys appL of Deft, f^om Judgt 
of Mr. Justice Day, dated March 
16, 1896 April a 

Binns appLQCPItir.fimn Jndgt of 
Mr. Justice Colllu. dated Manh 
20, 1896, at trial wlthont a Jmy. 
Leeds April! 

Scott appl. of Defta. twm Judgt 01 
Mr. JusUce Collios, dataJ Mairfa 
6, 1896, at trial wiUwnt a Jwy. 
York Aprils 



From the Queen's Bench Divisivii. 
New Trial Paper. 

188a 

Freeman Singleton appln. of Pltff. for judgt 

or new trial on M>pl. from veraitt 
ft Judgt.. dated March 10. 1896. at 
trial before Mr. JusUce Day and 



common Jury, Middlesex 



MairhlS 
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a WiBaoq k am. Love k an, appln. rf Pims. for 
Jndgt or new tridl oa appl. firom 
venllct 41x1 Jndgt., dated Feb. 29, 
IBM. at trial before Mr. Justice 
CoUliis and special Jnry, Durham 
. »,. , March 10 

S Hltner] The Wnrtemburg Metal Ware 

Fa toiy k ore. appln. of the 
Deft. Co. for Judgt. or new trial 
CD appl. from verdict and Jadgt.. 
dated March 12, 1896, at trial 
before Mr. Justice Hawkins and 
special Jury, Middlesex 

March 19 

4 De ClustelalD Copplug appln. of Defls. for Jndgt. 

or WW trial on appl. from verditt 
[aiKl Judgt., dated March 7,il896, 
at trial before Mr. JuHtice Day 
and cr>Dunon Jury, Middlesex 

March 19 

5 Bell Foitesjue appln. of Deft, for Jndgt. 

or new trial on appl. fhxn verdict 
k Judgt. dated March 13, 1806, at 
trial before Mr. Justice Day and 
common jury, Middlesex 

March 26 

C Slmlland Smallwood appln. of PltiT. for 

Judgt or new trial on appU fhnn 
verdict, kc., dated March 20, 1896, 
at trial before Mr. Justice Wright 
and special Jpry, Birmingham 

March 27 

1 Amm SmaUwood apple, of PltfT. for Judgt 

or new trial on appl. from verdict 
ft Judgt, dated March 20, 1896, at 
tiial before Mr. Jurtice Wright 
an 1 special Jury, Birmingham 

March 27 

8 Dent KIlby k anr. appln. of I^fts. for 

Jodgt or new trial on appl. from 
verdict k Jndgt, dated Feb. 19, 
1896, at. trial before Mr. Jubtioe 
Grantham and common Jury, Chel- 
tenham March 28 



9 Harris Brandon k aor. appln. of Defts. for 

Judgt or now trial on appL ttcm 
verdict k Jndgt, dated March 26, 
1896, at trial before Mr. Justice 
Hawkins and special Jury, MiMlx. 
March 28 

10 Seaman Ward appln. of Pltff. for Judgt. or 

new trial on appl. from verdict 
k Jndgt., dated .March 20, 1896, at 
trial tiefore Mr. Justice Qrantham 
and common Jury, Middlesex 

March 28 

11 Bingley Yorkshire Banking Co. Id. appln. 

of Deft, for Jndgt. or new trial on 
appl. from verdict and Jndgt, 
tlatei March 20, 1896, at trial 
before Mr. Justice Lawrance and 
special Jury, Middlesex (s.o. till 
fWther order) March 30 

12 KitaoD PUyfair appln. of Deft, for Judgt. 

or new trial on appl. from verdict 
k Ju'lgt, dated March 27, 1896, at 
trial before Mr. Jnstlee Hawkins 
an I special Jury, Middieaex 

April 1 

13 Dickey Saxelby k anr. appln. of Pltff. for 

Judgt or new trial on appl. from 
verdict k Judgt, date! March 11, 
1896, at trial bef«)re Mr. Justice 
Day and common Jury April 1 



From the Queen's Bench DlHsion, 

Interlocutory List. 

1885. 

1 Hood Barrs Cathcart appl. of Deft, in Perdon 

from order of Mr. Justice 

Hawkins, date! Sept. 30, 1895 

(jecurity ordered) October 7 



3 Norman 



3 Deakin 



Cathcart appL of Deft. ii& Fimmh 
from order of Mr. Justice 
Hawkins, dated Sept 30. 1895 
(semri'v ordtrti) October 7 
The Salt Union Id. appl. of Defts. 
from Judgt of Justices Wills k 
Wright dated March 4, 1896 

March 11 

. (The Emerald— 189&—Fol. 201 

* (Owners of Comet k ors. v. Owners of SS. Emerald 

(Admiralty) appl. of Pltffs. from 

order of the President datel 

March 6, 1896 (April 27) 

March 17 
f. (The QreU Holme—1895— Fobi. 102 k 127 
" ^Owners of No. 7 Steam San I Pomp Dredger and on. 
V. Owners of S.S. GrcU Hohne 
(Admiralty) appl. of Wtfls. from 
onler of the President datel 
March 17, 1896 (April 27) 

March 21 

G Mulkera Pllbrow appl. of Deft from order of 

Mr. Justice Cave, dated March 

18, 1896 March 23 

7 Kisaam Link appL of Pltff. from order of 

Mr. JusUoe Cave, dated March 
23, 1896 March 25 

8 Dombay k Son I J. r. r^owles appl. of J. Lowles from 

order of Mr. Justice Cave, dated 
March 25, 1896 March 28 

9 WUfieJ Head & Co. H. «. Roy appl. of Pltflii from 

Older of Mr. JusUce Cave, datel 
March 27, 1896 March 31 

10 In re S. F. SUU k £. R. Still appl. at R. Chapman 

from order of Jneiices Day k 
Wright, dated March 30, 1896 

April 2 

11 Bsvan Chambers appl. of Pltff. from order 

of Justices Day k Wright, date 1 
March 24, 1896 April 2 

12 Blaker Seager appL of Deft from order 

of Mr. Justice Hawkins, datel 
March 21, at trial of issue with 
special Jury, MMdle^wx April 2 



iV.B.— Tlic a]x)vc Liflt containB Chancery, Palatine, and Queen's Benali Final and Interlocntory Appeals set down to April 2nd, 189C, 

inclusive. 



SUMMARY OF- APPEALS. 

From the Chanceiy Division .* 

From the County Palatine Court of Lancaster 

From the Queen's Bench Division 

New Trial Paper 

Totals . . 



Final. 


Interlocutory. 


Total 


43 


3 


46 


1 


— 


1 


22 


12 


34 


13 


— 


13 


79 


16 


9i 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

CHANCERY DIVISION. 



EASTER SITTINGS, 1896. 



NOTICES RELATING TO THE CHANCERY CAUSE LIST 



Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will he taken on the usual days stated 

following exceptions, viz. : — 



in the Easter Sittings Paper, with tho 



Mb. JusncB Chittt. — In consequence of Mr. Justice Chitty sitting for the disposal of his Lordship's own Witness List ftom Tuesday, 
April 21, until Saturday, May 2 (inclusive), his Lordship*s Motions and Unopposed Petitions will be taken by Mr. Justice 
North— that is to say, Motions on Thursday, April 23, and Thursday, April 30 ; Unopposed Petitions on Saturday, April 25, and 
Saturday, May 2. If the Witness List should be taken on any days other than those above appointed, due notice will be given. 
When the Witness List is being taken. Further Considerations will not be taken on tho Tuesdays. 

Mb. JuancE North. — In consequence of Mr. Justice North sitting for the disposal of his Lordship*s own Witness List, from Tuesday, 
May 5, until Saturday, May 16 (inclusive), his Lordship's Motions and Unopposed Petitions during that time will be taken 
by Mr. Justice Chitty—that is to say, Motions on Thursday, May 7, and Thursday, May 14 ; Unopposed Petitions on Saturday, 
May 9, and Saturday, May 16. 

Mb. JusncB Stiblino. — ^In consequence of Mr. Justice Stirling sitting for the disposal of his Lordship's own Witness List from 
Tuesday, May 5, until Thursday, May 14 (indusiveX his Lordship's Motions and Unopposed Petitions during that time will bo 
taken by Mr. Justice Kekewich— that is to say, Motions and Unopposed Petitions on Thursday, May 'L, 
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Mr. Jcsticb Kekewicii.— TIk.* Order of Business h^fora Mr. .Tnstico Kf?k«wicli will ha ft^ statetl on the Sittings Paper. Actions for 
trial with witneasea will bo taken on Tuesday, April 21, and continued until the end of the following week. They will also be 
taken at other times. Notico will be given in the Daily Cause Tiist. 

Liverpool and MaiirJieater Business. — Mb. Justice Kekewich will take I.iveriKX)! and Manchester Business as follows :— 

1. Summonses in Chambers will be taken on the afternoons of Fridays, April 17 and May 8. 

2. Motions, Short Causes, Petitions, and Adjourned Summonses on Saturdays, April 18 and May 9. 

Mr. Justice Romeb will take Witness Actions every day in the order as they stand in his Lordship's Cause Book. 

Summonses hefore the Jtuhje in (Vuinibers. — Justices Ciiitty, Nobtu, Stirunu, and Kekewicu will sit in Court the whole day on every 
Monday during tho Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 

SummoMes Adjourned into Court will be taken (subject to the Witness List) as follows:— Mr, Justice Chitty, with Non-Witness 
Actions, except Procedure Summonses, which (if any) are taken every Saturday; IVIr. Justice Stiblino, with Non-Witn(as 
Actions. Mr. Justice North on tho days stated in the Easter Sittings Paper, and on Fridays and Saturdays. Mr. Justice 
Kekewicu on Fridays and Saturdays, and also on other days as tho Judges may direct. 

SPECIAL NOTICE WITH REFERENCE TO THE CHANCERY WITNESS LISTS, 

During the Easter Sittings the Judges will sit for the di8i)08al of their own Witness List as follows; — 

Mr. Justice Chiity will take his Witness List for the ensuing fortnight, beginning on Tuesday, April 21, and will sit continuously 

(Mcmday, April 27, excepted) until Saturday, May 2. 
Mr. Justice North will begin on Tuesday, May 5, and sit continuously (Monday, May 11, excepted) until Saturday, May IG. 
Mr. Justice Stirlixg will begin on Tuesday, May 5, and sit continuously (Monday, May 11, excepted) until Thursday, May 14. 
Mr. Justice Kekewich will begin on Tuesday, April 21, and sit continuously (Monday, April 27, excepted) until Saturday, May 2. 

N.B. — If tlie Witness List should be taken on any days other than those above appointed, due notice will be given. 

During the fortnight when a Judge is engaged on his Witness List, Motions in Causes or Matters assigned to him (including Expartc 
Motions, but not including Motions relating to tho postponement of tho Trial or Hearing of any Cause or Matter in hia Lonlship's 
List), and also Unopposed Petitions assigned to him, will bo heard by one of his colleagues as follows: — 

Those assigned to Mr. Justice Ohitty will bo heard by Mr. Justice North. 
Those assigned to Mr. Justice North will be heard by Mr. Justice Chh'TY. 
Those assigned to Mr. Justice Stirlino will be heard by Mr. Justice Kekewich. 
Those assigned to Mr. Justice Kekewich will bo heard by Mr. Justice Stirling. 



OHANCEnr CAUSES FOR TRIAL OR HEARING, set down to TJiursdmj, Apinl 2nd, 1896, incJmire. 



Before Mr. Justice Chittt. 

Causes for Trial. 

iWith Witnesses.) 

.. In re Th€ Sovereign Life AfWi-c. Co. k Co.'s Acta 
tu^d. clAim (8.O. pending exmn. 
of witnesses) 
J In re Kay 

( Moseley Key worth action pt. bd. 

In re The Ramsgate, kc. Co. Id. Ik Co.'s Acts niotn. 

ordered to go into Witness Lbt 
Cochrane Smith action 

5 Allhnsen Tnutees, Executors, kc. Inace. 

Coipn. Id. action (traneferrod fixtm 
Stirling J.) 
Repteu TiUett action 

National Dwellings Co. Id. v. Hawkins action 
(In re Allen 

1 Allen Allen action withont pleadings 

Jln re Plays 

"i Attorney-Gen. Crowdy action 
10 Lloyd's Banlc Id. v. Bnllock action and connter- 
claim 
( la re Champion 
( Champion Gwjnm action 

James TrnstoeB, KxorH. k Securities Insoe. 

Conm. Id. action ^transferred 
from Kekewich J.) 
Chapman Strong k Hanbnry action 

Tweedale Howard & Bullough id. action 

15 The Actlen Gesellschaft, kc. v. T. Bemns k Burgon 
and Co. action 
Gloucestershire Baulking Co. Id. v. Brydges action 
Thompson Thompson action & motn. for 

judgt. 
Donnan Wheeler action 

(In re Brooke 

"iBn^ke Tatham action 

20 Norton Dashwood action & motn. for Judgt. 



Browne Stedman action 

In re the Co^'s Acts; 1862 to 1890, fi In re 'the 

Bulfontdn Sun Diamond Mine Id. 

(expfte. Charles Cox Hughes) 

motn. entered In Witness List by 

order 
In re the Same motn. entered in Witness List by 

order 
Van Duxer action 



Hall 

„- (In re Hill 

^^ IDeightou 

Wlllett 

Bolam 

Tearle 

Pease 

30 Same 

Same 



VanDuxer 
(In re BamsdaU 
IFraser 

Goddard 



HUl action 

Rideal action 

Plnkney actl<Mi k counterclaim 

Jex action 

Lk>yd action 

Same action (tranaferred from 

North J.) 
Same action (transfbrred from 

Kekewich J.) 
Hall action 



TootUl action 

Earl's Court Hotels Id a tlon 
35 General Electrio Power k Traction Co. Id. v. Lewis 
action 
HnghOB Hughes action & motn. for judgt. 

Ahem Pate action 

George Amos action 

Wool Exchange Id. r. Commissioners of Sewers of 
City of London action 
40 BiDoker Drury action 

Burton Wood action 

Figg Young action 

Queoosland Investment, kc. Co. Id. v. O'Coonell 

action 
Osmond Ijees actluu 

45 Hutton Loverldge action 

Incandescent Gas liight Co. Id. v. Meteor, kc. Co. 

Id. action 
King Byrne action 

In re Trade Mark No. 8482 of CecQ Fane (trading. 



60 



kc) and Patents Deblgns, kc 
Acts motion onkred to go into 
Wltoess List 
In re Trade Mark No. 180.437 of Monk's Hall k 
Co. Id. and Opposition tiwreto of 
C. Fane, kc motion ordoed to 
go into Witness List 

Bond action 

Joint Stock Institute Id. actkn 

Provand action 

Strauss action 

Yatea action 



Andrews 

Scwell 

Tyler 

Frledwald 

Yates 
( In re Beaumont 
(Oliveira Ijane action 

In re Letters Patent, 1887 No. 



17.581, granted to 
0. E. Lewis and A. jg. Strickler 
and Patents, l^c. Acts peCa. 
ordered to go into Witness List 

Plntsch's Patent Lighting COw Id. 
action 

BrownbiU action 

Addington action 
In re Wetoers Id. & Co.'s Acts 1862 k 1*67 motion 
ordered ti go into W^ltneas List 

(>)rpu. of Plymouth action 



Douglas 

Waterhouse 
Vlsoonnt Hood 



Ijopes, Bart. 
(In re King 
(Stringer 

Hay ward 
64 Blackmore 



King action 
Hayward action 

Bagust actn. (pleadings to be de- 
livered) 



Causes for Trial. 
{Wiihoul WitnesBes.) 



jIn re Gonne 
(Gimne 

(In re Strains 



(Gimne 

{weUey 
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jlnreLart 

'jWilklnaoD Blades a^Jd. miniis. 

iln re Tbe Tbnroioo It Croft's Estate 

IWfaailon r. Croft It West ftr^d. sumns. 

ilDreBoiren 
^ } Bradley Boweo atUd. snmns. 

(In re KllioC 

\KtllT Elliot a-^Jd. sumns. 

I Id re Earl of Devon 

(White Earl of Devon. arUd. snmns. 

iln re Topham 

iTopiMun WiUetl a^Ud- sumus. 

jln re Brockett 

(rbamberla^'ne Meryoii ayj. sumns. 

iln re Horner 
'*' ^Fooks Humer a|)d. BomiiB. 

jInreBonnJn 

^Bcinnin Bonn In aU<l. snmns. 

(iilbert linsriell aljja. somns. 

IIQ re White 

(Lanipridge Langri.Ige a\)-l. snmns. 

tInreAmphlett 

^Bridge Pitt Tayl«ir a^d. snmns. 

U In Te.Clarke's Estate a-^jd. snmns. 

(loreThoroU 

^TbOToU TboroM a4|d. sunns. 

Mmtsre Gorpn. Id. v. C. de Murrieta & Co. Id. 
adjd. snmns. 

ClanoD Alldritt a^Jd. 

jloreVickers 

(Sbange 
« tin re 8tntt 

jlnrei>bort 

\v«Xi Wanl ai\ja. 

la re Bowater A Laitia CJlaniai, fcc Act a<\]d. snmns. 

Iln re BaclE 

jJoK PHE» a4)d.smnns. 

tin re E. Thompson 

..-.«.. Tbompson miyi. snmns. 



Pbeona v^. snmus. 
Irwlm m\yi. snmnd. 



DanleU a^Jd. sunns. 
Danleil a4)d* sonu^* 
Diatrdon 0Jd. snmns. 
Webl) a4)d.i 



>N''risle7 tAjA. sumns. 

Tuml>ull (1884— T.— 1191) at^jd. 



ToralmU (1884— T.— 1200) adjd. 



'iGrifflth 
«)lBreSinttli 

jlnreDaoieli 
lltaieU 
JlareTumer 
ISpcBcer 
Iln re Webb 
(Tlirapp 
llnreGamett 
(QviMtt 
» iinith 



JIb re Pearson 
iPcsfMo PeanoQ (Pllflk) a4JtL sunns. 

jlareSame 

(.Sune Same (S.B. Gardner) aiU*l. snmns. 

Westwo»l, BailUe & Co. v. Eqnluble Debentare and 
Assets Conm. hi. (R. A. BaUUe & 
anr.) adjd. snmns. 
S Suae Same (Eqottable Debenture, &c. Id.) 

A-tf d. snmna. 
flnieXJlaik 
L (Clark Fouler a^fd. sunns. 

I JinreUottstoon 

(Sparks Hat bell atyd. sumns. 

Smith Mareden acUon 

. jlii re T^mgmore 

(nregKto liAogmoTe a^jd. sunnj. 

H Iln re Mann 
OVUkhHon Mann adjd. sumns. 

ila re Allen 

(AJoock E%-ans mX^X snmns. 

-. Jin re Aortin 

\ )Ib re lUlaad 

iUaniy Brine adjd. sunns. 



a4Jd. 



,. Jln re Brewer 

^'^ (Morton Blaclunore adil sumns. 

(In re Banks 

( Wincli Banks a^Jd. sumo.**. 

Prowse Page acHon set down by onler 

Cavendish PhtUpps a(\j«l. siimoH. 

In re Harper ft Battcock, SoIih., <^ ■. a ijl. sumns. 
-„ jln re Earl of Devon's Settle! Estates 
**" INVhlte Earl of I>evon a Ijd. Ruins. 

In re MMley Thorpe k Waltjn Ry. Co. kc. tOyi 

sumns. 
(In re Steer 

iSteer Dobell ad}d. snmns. 

In re Sir Joseph Paxkm's Etttate a U^l- snums. 
Hemaiis W. W. Smith k Co. Id. aljd. 

snmns. 
^, < In re Hodsitn 

\Honie Hoilson ai^. numns. 

FUBTUKR CJONSIDEBATION. 
(In re Hardy 

(Trustee of Property of W. A. Haixly, &c. v. Uanly 
fur. con. and two alj*!. sumns. 



Before Mr. Justice North. 



Collins 
(in rellobbs 
(Dunn 

Meakln 

Edeni 
i Cohagne 

Evans 

Tomsett 



Causes fob Tuial. 

(WWi Witnesses.) 

Woodftn aHlou 



20 



Hewitt a-tlon 
Lon^urst action 
Kelly action 
Knowles action 
Meeze action 
Wallis action 
Great arlmaby Ckial, kc. O). IJ. v. Mondahl action 

and motu. for Ju.lgt. 
The Yorkshire Banking Co. U. v. Btogley action 
Oliver Ctovemors of St. Olave's Grammar 

School, kc. a.tion 
In re The Consort Deep Level Gold Mines Id. k 0>.'s 
Acts motn. of Messrs. Stark k 
Ellhston set down in Witneas List 
by order 
In re The Same, lee. motn. of Dr. J. Barr set down 

in Witness List bv ortler 
In re The Same, Ice. motn. of H. Russell-Smith set 

down In Witness UtA by onler 
Jardine King, Mendham k Co. artion 

Gellygaer School Board v. Liangyipder School BoanI 

action 
(In re Theobald 
iHohnes 
Gill 
Bnlpett 
Hippisley 
Battcrsea 



Fo.x action 
Brown action 
Link action 
Sweet action 
Commrs. of Sewers 

London action 
Mayhoe action 
Cox action 
McDonongh action 
Beckett action 



of City of 



(la re Snow 
{to re 3 



I 



--., Meyer 

(llont Tims a4)iL 

IS lis re Jackson 
iUpwaid Upward adjd. 

DiiMns Dlbbids action 

la re Castle It Marriei Women's Property Act, 1882 
^ a4id. sumns. 

The Equitable Securities Co. v. GreenfeU a4)d. 

sumns. 
jln re Honywood 

(WelUogton College v. Honywood actkm k motn. 
fbrjodgk 
j,(lnrePope 
Klnmrh pope adJd. sunns. 

!ln;re Vlicount CJlifden 
ICWfclen Annaly wML sumns. 

inreLoid Howard's Settled Estates adJd. suns, 
ilnreom 

l>^ith Smith ajjd. sumns. 

In re Prjppleijn k Jones' Contract kY.kV. Act, 
1874 aijdfl 



35 



40 



Podmore 
Montague 
Woodhcad 
Cutler 

(In re Pritchard 
(Davies Evans action 

Hughes, Chenery k O. v. Mtoes (Acquisition, kc. 

Co. Id. (transferred from Q. B.) 
Rankin Harris action 

Frewen Law Life Assce. Soc. action 

In re Pitt's Patent, No. 2405 of 1894 petn. entered 

In Witness List by oi\ler 
In re White, Wheeldon k Turner's Patent, No. 

6670 of 1892 petition entered in 

Witness Ll>!t by order 
Eseon Ferreira action 

(joiileld Howell action 

Lipop Kent, Sussex & General Land Soc. 

Id. action 
Shrewsbury k Talbot S. T. Cab. &c. Co. hi. v. Kelham 

RoUlng Mills C\>. Id. action 
Seaward Peterson acticn 

Wood Wood action 

Sims Gibbon action 

Durncnt Urban District Council of Brauksome 

action (pleadings to be delivered) 
Welch Carter action 

Hacldon Jacoby action 

Davies Walter action 

Walker Hebden action & motn. for Jodgt . 

Pneumatic Tyre Co. Id. v. Bimey action 
Same C^o. Standard Tyre Co. Id. action 

C!barKon Duval Restaurants for London Id. act. 

Barnes Meakin action and counter-claim 

(In re Bankes 



(Dawes 



Bteden -acHon & motion for Judgt. 



Prout 
Kichanb 



Rlclianls 



(In re Rett 
(linlloway 

6 Winser 
J In re Jones 
(Weaver 

7 Garrean 



Causes fob Trial. 

iWiUiout Witnesses.) - ^ 

('«<-k action (s.o. leave to ameniH 
( » . er:«ere of the IVwr of the l*ari»h 

of KUklermlnster mutu. onlerel 

to go into Non-Witness List 
The Mayor, Altlermen, kc. of th* 

Bon»ugh of Kl.tdermuister niUn. 

orde-eJ to go int;» Xon- Witness 

Ll»t 

Canterbury motn. for Jadgt. 
Winder action & nu>tn. for Ju.lgt. 

Can- ley ' ailj. snmns. enterei as 

Noii-WiUui. Action 
Putoeuberg motu. for Jndgt. 



Adjourned Summonses. 



Same (Deft.) 
l»rlce 



(InreWhicher 

(Pahner 

( In re Same 

(Same 

(In re Price 

tPrice 

(In reSearancke 

(Simonls Huntlng.lou 

. J In re Ijipraik 
® tLapr»i>c Upraik 

J In re £. Owper 

(C^of^ier Cooper 

(In re G.Cooper 



Whlcher(Pltff.)t ^•P-P*"-^^?* 



hearing of Plttf.'s 
V sumns. 



Wollen 
In reNelaon 
Nelson 
In re Smith 
(Johnson 
In re PickeU 
Evans 
In re Noble 

] I 

1 

] d 



»{' 



(lure Fowle 

tFowle HartUmi 

Strelton Colton 

(In le Mc Ck>nnel 

(Banister Murray 

_„ jInreR. Ilughf 
*" ioibson Hugbf 

I In re Pemberton 



Ooper 

Winder 

Punchard 

Pickett two a U^l* sumuj. 

^moia 

Rubliuon 

Scaly 

Lii)\voo.I 

Moretitu 
Uan>er 



ICkislett 

( In re Pope 

(Pope 
Gregory 

I In re Merlin 

(Thurbum 
„- (In re Green 
** "(Holding 

ilnreSamuda 

(Glover 



Ryland 

l\>pe 

Mitchell (to come on with petn.) 

Merlin 

Green 



28 



Bowen 
University Life Assce. Soc. r. Piers 
In re Bartholomew's l>u»tees and the Worobwell 

Urban District CouuviU k V. k W 

Act, 1874 



FuRTUEB Considerations. 
jlnreMUler 

^Miller MUler Dir. coo. 

2 Briggs Goulbjm fu. con. (short. 



Before Mr. Justice Stirling. 
Causes for Trial. 

{yrm WiiMtM:) 

The SanU Rosalia Del Carmen Mexi.t> Copper 
Co. Id. r. United Mexican Co|iper 
Co. Id. actk>n (restored) 

not before May 7 
Alcock action (Dea. deal) 



West 

In re WaUis 



(In 

tw 



allis 



WalHs action 
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Croaaley 

(la re HortoD 
•(Dndley 



Tygftt Action 
Brown action 
AtMoboroogh a?tloD 
Ibmier action 



Hipkins action 
BoQglitoO'Lelgb v. Garrard action 
10 Attoraey-Oen. Mayor, kc of Preston action 

Marttn Gresham Life Aasce. Soc. Id. a.tion 

C. D. Feme Id. Feme action 
CoTsellls Gonellls action 

Alcoy & GandU Ry. k Harboor Go. Id. v. Greenbill 
action 
15 Robinson Harkln acUon 

Badger Bnhner action and moiii. for Jndgt. 

W. B. IUck k Go. Id. «. Banks action 
Sawrey Blnns action 

PatUe Ilonilbrook action 

». <Iure Harman 

illarmau Wise adjd. snmns. ordereJ to go 

Into Wttness List 
Chlnnock action 
Read action 
Cooper action 



Noble 

Bnrree 

English 
Jin re Cbivell 
tcblvell 
& Abbott 

Rawllnson 

Underwood 

Golmer 



Carlyon action and motn. for Judgt. 
Townsend action 
Davles actkn 

Wblte action ft motn. for Jndgt 
Bnlnwayo Gold B«efii Development 
Id. action It motn. for Judgt. 
Chandler Bradley action 

90 DeLisaa Tyser action 

Bastaid Bastard action 

Debenham Fester, Frere k Co. action 
BeU Balls action 

Chandler Freeman action k motn. for Jodgt. 

«. llu re Thompson 

1 Bloomer Thompson a1J. smnns. enteral in 

Witness List 
Ehrmann (1894— E.— 703) action 
Morris action 
Klngsoc^ action 
Smith action 



Bonney action 

Little action 

Ehrmann (1895— E.— 1,108) action 



Ehrmann 
Read 
Scott 
Holford 
.„ jlnrePraston 
**'1Pre6ton 
Mills 
Ehrmann 
jlnreGrlmston 
(Dawson Chatfleld action 

Art Reprodnctton Co. U. V. A. Stocks & Co. action 
45 Pollman Mellersh action 

The Tonbrldge Urban District Goondl v. Pmmett 

action 
Peebles Crosthwatte action 

Wash Townsend action 

JInreFenwicke 

(Fenwlcke Donglass action & motn. for Jndgt 

60 Wynne l ^l^^ng action 

Rowdlffe ft BowcUffe ft HUton Id. r. SiddaU action 
Stevens Warrall action 

JlnreMaonseU 

(Dorrlngton Richardson action 
Westmoreland Carlisle Cocoa ft Coffee House Co. 
Id. action wlthoot pleadings 



w^^J'^- 



65 Fox Wright action 

Thompson Miller action 

James^ Waltera action 

Fenny Stistfoni Town Hall Co. Id. v. Payne actkm 
Pneumatic Tyre Co. Id. v. FrIsweU ft Co. U. action 
Same Co. East London Rubber Co. action 

Levy J)avlM action and oonnter-clalm 

Jones Williams action 

Traman Taylor action 

Howe Ctelisle Model Building Soc. No. I. 

action 

65 Lowe Sanden action 



eo 



Causes fob Trial. 

iWithout Wiineates and Adjourned 
Summon$e8,') 

Dalton Fittgeiaki a4Jd. sumns. (nc« before 

evidence complete) 
(In re Moody 
(Cowan Moody a^Jd. wmns. 

In re The Heitage Rents Charity, Greenwich anUd* 



jIn re Boiler 

tBnller Glbeme a4jd. 

. iln re Loflos Otway 
° SOtway Beamish a4Jd. sumns. 

In rei Addison, Lees ft Spilsbniy's Contract ft V. ft P. 
Act, 1674 ai^d. sumi 
j In re Woodcock 

) Blunt Johnson a4Jd. sumns. 

BkldeU Dresser action 



(InreMacfariane 

iMtUbuTn Cocks a4)d. tomns. 

,„ jln re Th« Und ft Trust Co. of Florida id. 
^^ 1 Parker The Und ft Trust Co., ftc., ad^d. 

snmns. 
JlnreEnnor 

(Etrldge Julian a4Jd. snmns. 

J In re Ellison 

(Wright Ellison a4Jd. sumns. 

Battison Hobson two adjd. snmns., dated 

Jnly 20, 1895, ft January 90, 
1896 
JIn re N. P. WlUlamson 
IwUliamson Williamson ai^. sumns. 
-g jiu reOwnsworth 

(Ownsworth Ownsworth adj<l> 
( In re llumbley 

{Wilkinson Stamper ai^. 
(In re Dudgeon 
Vrranian Poi^e ay- 

jIureHallfaigs 
(Tatbam Hastings adid. sumns. 

(In re Wilson 

e Trevor Scott atUd. snmns. 

20 In re Pearson ft Marshairs Contract ft V. ft P. Act, 
1874 adJd. snmns. 
In re Dnignan ft EUiott, Solrs., ftc. a4Jd. sumns. 
jlnreC^wB 

(Caws C^ws a4Jd. snmns. 

Expte.* Rector of St G«orge, Bkmnsbury a4)d. 



In re the Manchester ft MUlioid Ry. Co. a4Jd. 



25 Shaw's Unfit Lane Coal Co. id. action (April 15) 
In re the Mersey Ry. Co. ft the Meney Ry. Co.'s 
Act, 1867 ft the Mersey Ry. Acts 
three adJJ. summonses, dated 
August 9, 1894, January 10 and 
February 27, 1896 
rlnreBlrkln 

r Bohm Birkin a \)d. sumns. 

28 Utchfonl Harris motn. for Judgt (short) 



FuBTREB Considerations. 

The Fore Street Wareiionse Co. Id. v. A. Dickson ft 
Co. Id. ftar. oon. 
JIn re Beaumont 

Sutton tm. oon. ft a4|d. sumns. 



Before Mr. Justice Kekewioh. 
Causes fob Trial. 

{With Wiine$8e$,) 

TnfheU EUiott action pt hd. (Deft dead) 

jInreDoetach 

iMatheson ft Co. «. Lndwlg action ft motn. for 
Jndgt (s.0. untU after retum of 
Commission) 
Mackinlay Metxler ft Co. id. action (not before 

AprUSO) 
Ooodall GcodaU action 

5 Burraoghs Wellcome action ft counter-claim 

(In re Atktaison 

(Atkinson Norbury actkm 

I>ngBley Pugsley action 

Ker MUler actkm 

Pneumatic Tyre Co. M. v. PhiUlpp ft Co. actkm 
(April 21} 
10 Rawstorae Biown action 
Low Hamilton action 

Beastall NichoUs actkm 

JIn re Archer 

tMortkKk Archer action 

Bartlett Dale actn. set down by order 

,- JInreT. Prfce 

^^ INfchols Price actkm ft motn. for Jndgt . 

{Lockett Tanpaca Waterworks) actkm and 

J Co. Id. 5- counter- 

(l^uapaca Waterworks Co. Id. v. Lockett > claim 
TheimperialWeetAfricanCo.kl.v. Carter actkm 
Petty ft Sons TaykrftCo. actkm 
Forester Forester actkm 

20 Macaire Commercial Brewery Co. Id. actkm 

Macalre Aarons actkm 

James Harris actkm 

Ansted Grobecker actkm 

Duncan ft Co. Hargreaves actkm 
«. jInreReeoe 

^ 1 Jones Reece a4Jd. sumns. 

Monallee Wlghtman actton 

Earl of Wilton A. Knowles ft Sons M. actk>n 
Brooks Steele ft Cnrrle actkm 

Thomas Rees actkm 

30 Fames Thompson actkm 



Hunt Bymin 

Morgan Onne aotloa 

Styer dark actkm 

Macbeth I^^berts actkm 

36 Ponlett M^ck issue for trisl mC dm bf 

Older, dstel Jan. SI. 1891 
Ponlett ft on M«yrick issue ftartrislirt 4m hj 

Older, dated Jan. 21. \m 
Daniels Dodds actkm 

JInreGnmbley 

(Blggttts Qnmbley actfam 

Gardner BeU actkm ft coaBler-ciaks 

40 Murray SitweU actkm ft motn. ibrj«||^ 

Cheshire Hunter actkm 

De la Rouchefoncaukl «. Bonstcad acUun 
Grey <3urtice action 

44 Campbell Sheward actkm 



Causes for Trial. 

iWithtnU WanetseM.) 

National ProvMent InsUtotkm «. Natksttl ProviM 
Inoe. C4>. 1<L motn. far i^ 
(short) 



Adjourned Summoxsbl 




rtbi 



a4)d.a 
fin re J. Turner 
(Poole Turner 

GrifBths Grimes 

JIn re Russell 

tRuoBdl Johnson aiyd. si 

'. jInreEyke 

^ISUnley Stanley a4Ud.8n 

jinre J.W.Dore 
(Dore Dore a4)d. sumi 

MeUor Andertan atjd. i 

JIn re Bnmghton 
(Broughton Barry a4}d. i 
YeUowley Burgh at^ sumns. 

10 In re Hill's Settled EsUtes ft Sectlei Uak 1 

(InreOoad 
tOoad 

jlnreStanl^ 
tWelby 
tin re Ward 

tWard SneU m^ sumns. 

In rePl^ft Ramsden'sGontiactsftT.ftr-U 
1874 an^d. snmns. 
,. (InreRkhaidsan 

tlnreBirdi 

tPoweU Forde an^d. snmns. 

JIn re Batten 

^Batten Batten acUd. snmns. 

jlnreLoodon 

tstrtngCalkyw Allen M^d. snmns. _ 

Actkm GcaeUschaft fur Gaitonnagai lailBrtria ft 
Schroeder a^Jd-snuM. 
SO Coben Barker a4|d.anmns. 

JInreBedCNd 

tHaU HaU tOtA^mmm. 

CinreNeweU ] 

NeweU v. NeweU (aoconnt) a4Jd. sHaas.Lpg g 



Coad a4|d.8a] 
Sntten fti^i 



Rkhanbon a4|d.soBBi. 



23 



iln re NeweU 

[NeweU V. NeweU a4jd.i 



FUBTHBB CONBIDEEATIONfl. 

D. W. Forbes ft Cou U. AffO* 



Forbes 
JIn re Roberts 
tMonk Roberts i 

3 Simmonda Whateley 



flnr. con. 



Before Mr. Juflti(» Vaughan Wolu* 

{Sitting a» an additional Jwigt o/ i^ 
Ohaneery Diviiiom.) 

COMPANIES {Winding niy 

Motions. 



W. Brock ft Son Id. (tiBufer proceedbo) . 

Afri<wi landed Estates Cow Id. (ftr «»? Z 
Older, dalad June 21, UK * 
regards appUoant) 

London ft Genemi Bank U. (to compel i 



4 London* ft West of ftSand Cortmct O^li 0** 
totaswmftorattKkMi^ 
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f Cdonlal Debaitore Corpn. W. (vary oid«r reOwlDg 

poblk ezmn.) 
i (XnMide GymnMtic Club kL (for leave to Issue writ 

ofattaclimeot) 
T >»iDddr«Peel.&c,Co.ld.(fOTMaoo(mnt) 
S Alkaline Itelurtlon Syndicate Id. (for leave to iBsoe 

wrttofattachmeDt) 
I JJantott t Wmianui Id. 
U Hemp Yam & Ccmlage (tor an aocoqnt) 
11 II(«iu]ov Breweiy<todfadi«rge order, dated Feb. 19, 

1896) 
IS Suae (same) ^ , . 

13 Audo^JMnidi Attoc. Id. (to enforce paymeot Into 
A"8«'*l»"-" Companto'llqnldationaoconntJ 

14 uyrxal Crtdlt Co. Id. (to vary mlnntee of order, 

dated February 20, 1896) 
u KbonUa Junction Welah Coal Co. Id. (to enforce 
paymeot of nndistrttmted money 
into Companiw' liquidation 
aooonnt) 



CHANCEBY DIVISION. 

u Bla-k Williams k Victoria Steamboat 

A*»c. Id. (deUvery up of poaeo*- 
tdun) 
K Robber & Co. Id. 

.L^ F. Boeher k Co. W. (to discharge 

Beceiver) 



n 



6 Geneial Phosphate Corpn. Id. (for payment) 

7 Hemp Yarn* Cordage Co. U. (for discovery) 

8 General Credit Co. Id. (to appoint new Liqul<Utor) 

9 Lands Allotment Co. Id. (to vary ocrtlflcate of costs) 

10 London k Colonial Finance Conpn. Id. (for declara- 

tion as to mistoasanoe) 

11 atj of Chicago Grain Elevators Id. (for an order to 

execute rdease of mortgage) 
13 Veuve Moonler et File kL (to vary list of oontrl- 

bufcorles) 
13 Same (same) 
U Panther Lead Co. kL (to determine question as to 

proof of debt) 

15 Welsh ManufiMsturing k Wool Stapling Co. kL 

(to vary list of oontribntorles) 

16 South African Trust k Finance Co. Id. (for leave to 

set down questkm of law) 

17 LoQcton k Cokmial Finance Corpn. kL (to — ^ 

with or postpone cross-ezmn.. 



CHANCERY DIVISION. 



18 Stnbber 

19 Same 

20 Same 
21 



T. Daniel k Co. Id. (for sale) 
Same (for leave to croe»-examlne) 
Same (declare divkloid) 
Same (for discovery) 



COMPANIES (TFffidtiHy up). 

PETinONfl. 

I JoMph BuU, Sana k Co. kL (petn. of M. T. Shaw 

J lilamornn Central Permanent Benefit Buikiing Soc 
(petn-ofrtet'o.) ,, , ^ , 

3 Ittilnatrial Securities Investment Co. Id. (petn. ol 

£. A. Uamblyn) 

4 Hdtfoa By. k Minea UL (petn. of F. T^om) 

5 \V<«Ucy Coal Co. Id. (Yorkshire Bankfaig Co. Id.) 
S Dtwe snd Co. U. (petn. of A. Whitchurch) 

7 Ikvlis. Gllles k Co. M. (BischofT Jc Bodatz) 

9 Candelarla Waterworks k Milling Co. M. (petn. of 

J. L. Whelen fc anr.) 
9 Eutem Counties Bacon Factory ki. (petn. of Lak>r 

and Kinderaley ) 
U Oifc»StedCo.ld. (p«tn.ofUuraBeltmi) 

II -i. k S. BrackneU W. (petn. of the Continental 

Bottle Co.) ^ ^ 

11 SMth Kent Water Co. (petn. of James Oak« & Co.) 
13 FeDMrlce Steanwhlp Co. U. (petn. of Wallsend 

Pontoon Co. U.) 
M Xeir Park of Miues (petn. of Francis William 

Mltchdl) ^ ^, ^ 

n liDcfleki Steamship Co. kl. (petn. of Alphouse 

Denis k anr.) , _^_^ 

If Cvbhamn Spirit Co. Id. (petn. of C. de Murrieta 

kCoO 
Vt Uarrisge, Neave fe Co. Id. (petn. of L. M. Bumford 

tt Unkn Mortgsge, Banking k Trust Co. kL (petn. of 

WUliam Shaw) 
W Artirtic Supply Co. kL (petn. of B. Dellagana k 

CakL) ^ ^ ^ 

» London Banking Corpn. kL (petn. of New Land 

Devekjpment Assoc. kL) 
91 Ckxtan Printing k Publishing Co. kL (petn. of J. C. 

MathiesonlE Sons) 
St Brewery Joint Slock SyndkatokL Cpetn. of Samuel 

Frederick Jones 4 anr.) 
O Dudeil Maidiall Id. (vein, of the Co.) 
>♦ Joseph Westwood & Co. kL (petn. of Ifenton Cox 

Bros.) 
S AlHance Contracting Co. U. (petn. of Simon Joseph) 

CHANCEBY DIVISION. 

» TliHon Moat Colliery ki.fci«lw3«i (petn. «JCo^) 
It Soditi Vtaiioole de Tnrquie M. (petn. of Co. and 
Sharehoklen to rasdnd rasoluUons) 
n Elmore's PUtent Copper Depositing Co. kt. fe re- 
duced (petn. of the Ca) 



Ck>UBT SUMHOXBES. 

COMPANIES {Winding up). 

Lytic Clnb kL (set asUe proofii) 
A]k2faieBediictk)n Syndieato kL (settle list of c 



Before Mr. Justice Bomeb. 

Causes fob Trial. 

{With Witnesses.) 

AhtoUe GiU Bros, actton (pleadings to be 

Davla 

Baker 



Donington 
S Beveley 
(Inrelarmer 
(Farmer 

Craven 



delivere4) 
JeweU action (pleadings to be 

deUveted) 
Loudon General Omnibus Co. Id. 



SkUmore actkn (Pltlf. dead) 
Simner atlon 



Crawshaw ' action 
PuDctore Proof Pneumatic Tyre 
Co. Id. action 
Daniell Whateley actton (Trinity Sittings) 

Queensland Investment k Land Mortgage Co. kl. v. 
O'Oonneir actk>u & counter-claim 
(Deft., Jfi. B. Drury, dead) 



cInreGoff 

Moon 
jInreBeed 
IBeed 



iO 



45 



Murphy Pickford actton 

HeriUge Skinner action 

Hughes Hughes actton &motn. for Jodgt 

Kavanagh Walkden action 

High School, Bedford Park Id. v. Bichaideon action 

Purves Handfoid action 

The Cumberland Union Banking Co. M. v. Trustee 

of Property of £. Sweitipple, kc, 

actloD, counterclaim k motn. for 

Judgt. 
Mackenzie Holt action 

Stephens Ford action 

In re The Gtobe Block Gold Mining Co. Id. motn. 

ordered to go into Witness List 

(December 4, 1896) 
Bacon HUller action set down by order 

In ro The Gk)be Blocks Gold Mining Co. Id. matn« 
ordered to go into Witness List 

(December 6. 1896) 
Glddie Devenlsh action 

McKeown Joint Stock losUtate kl. action 

Buseell Hay ward 

( In re Blackburn 



(.Blackburn 

66 Southern 

Turner 
Donaldson 



Stone 

Perkins 
I Avery 

Mercier 

Windschuegl 

Handfoid 
(Fitch 
(Freeman 



Blackburn a4}d. sumns. oniered to 

go into Witness List 
Municipal Appliances Co. ki. action 

k motn. for Judgt. 
Tinkler action 
Parker action set down before 

pleadings delivered by order 



tribntoriea) 
Lnds AUotment Co. kL (taxation of biU) 
A Sikinon ft Co. U. (remove name from Ust) 
Amsdor GoU Mhw Id. (dlsmlas sumns., dated May 

01.1894) 



Gardiner action (not before April 

30) 
Savin k Co. kl. »c:tion 

Thompson action (Deft. Thompson 
bankrupt) 

Bees De Bemardy action pt. bd. 

Alston Alston action (not before May 5) 

15 Panwns Whettam action (not before May 1) 

Intemattonal Financial Soc. UL k reduced v. Baring 
Bros, k Co. actkm (not before 
April 10) 
Jamblln Heglnbotham action 

Gleadowe Burton action (beft. dead) 

Mc Camphill Davb actkm pt. hd. 
20 UmA Gingel, Son k <>ulck^baQk action 

(transferred by order dated Dec. 2, 
1895) 

Transferred hy Order dated ^th Februaryj 
1896. 
Fawcett Homanft Rogers action (not before 

AprU 17) , ^ 

Jacob Badoock action (not before April 20) 

Martin The Tanning Syndicate kL action 

London, Edinburgh k Glasgow Assce. Co. kL v. 
Lindley action 
26 Bawlins Harris action 

GiUespie Bamsden adf 

Kutt Stuart action 

Davies Bbhop actfcn 

F. Savage k Co. kl. v. Brindle action 
30 Tolson ^^1^^^^!!L,^*^*^ 

Our %oys' Ctotiung Co. kL v. Holbom Viaduct Land 

Co. kL actton 
( In re Wade 

iKtrrick Joaelyn Ktton 

ilnmBoyd 

iBartlett VouHektenrtam actton 

36 Eastern OaiioeastonBkL«.Defty aolton 

Electric CooitamctloB Ovpn. kL v. Sonth Staflbrdshire 

Tramways Co. action 
Bogers Eyton, Burton k Co. action 

Oakley . Foitl action 



J. H. Knight k Sons action 
Orton aaion& motn. for Judgt. 
Hutchings action 
Hedl«r, Junr. actton 
East End DwelllngB Co. Id. action 
Freeman/ actions 
Fitch f (oonsoUdated) 
. In re Furmidge 
(Furmidge Kemp action k motn. for Judgt. 

(not before May 1) 
jIn reHonywood 

(FraMr Bay action & motn. for Judgt. 

jlnreGnOiam 

Wynne action k motn. for Judgt. 
Walls action 
Taytor action 

National Insoe. kc. Id. actton 
Callender motn. for Judgt. 
Sociit£ des Lunetieres action 
Corpn. of British Investoro id. actton. 
Croft actton 
Halse actton 

Fortis Powder k Exptoslves Co.|ld 
action 
Prudential Deposit Bank Id. v. Ozenden actton 
Hilllam - -. - -' ^ — i-« 



iGraham 

Moor 

Warren 
TO Bueche 

CaUender 

Perry 

Pegg 

Warre 
76 Waoogne 

Kent 



85 



Evans 

White 

Barker 

Loveluck 

Esse.x 

Cumberland 

jIn re Watson 

\Watw>n 
Singleton 
Miller 
Feamside 



Dearden ac-tion and counter-claim 
Smitii action 
Brown action 
Attwood action 
Vincent actk)u (Exeter D.B.) 
Jay action 

Bath Brewery Id. action am! 
omnter-clalm 



Watson action k counter-claim 
Bains aition 
Foot action 

Baines a.tlon 

Licenses Insurance Corpn. kc. Id. v, Lawson action 
90 Bowland Mitohell action 

Sprange Cousins action 

I&ries Bourne & Grant actton 

««uwiMi Uooch actton 

jInreFrench 

IColtmn Bull action 

95 Graham WiUford action 

Actien QeseHsrhaft ftir Cartonnagen Industrie v. 

Schroeder actton 
Oliver Thomley k Co. actton wtthovt 

pleadbigs 
Protheroe Protiieroe actton 

InoauleaoMiiGaa Light Go. Id. v. Hughes action 
IM Mooro Bartlett action 

Trwlee of FiupeB^ of H. J. Oaknrtft, kc v. Galcott 

actton 
Qnnge Bromley action ft motn. for Jodgt. 

Smttti Ja 

CinreWilliama 
iWiniama ¥rUte 

106 Wlllett Kewton 

Banean Mundy acta. 4 Biotn. for Judgt 

jInraWood 

lAttomnr-Gen. Andenon actton 
BaU BeU action 

BoriBSOW BorisBow action ft mmtn. for Jodgt. 

110 Moon Gregory actton 

jIn re Conndley 
tCoundley SUk action 

IncandM^ent Gas Light Co. kl. r. Hntter action 
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Tzotter Mc.Carthy acUoD&motD. forjudge 

Filby HonnseJl action 

115 BUI Beard actkm 

Goodwin £s8ex action 

Evans Priddy action 

StapletcHi Lyies action 

Doitach Cohen action 

120 Fairhead Klcbardaon acticn 

Booth Ajihtou action 



CaldweU 

Symons 

Hargreaves 

,n./In re Gordon 
^^IDarig 



Hvdro-Oxy. Gaa Patent Proprietary 

Wood action (pleading to be de- 
livered) 
Nat. Oyster & Lobster Culture Co. 



Fltzpatrlck action (set down by 
jyeti. Fltzpatrlck) 



In re J. W. Ti^lor's Fiateofck Na 6,638 of 18»4, fe. 
petn. ordered to go Isto Wimm 

The Incandesoent' Gas Light Co. U. v. Sbtgkai 

action 
Woodhams Hobbe action 
Moeenthal New Gordon Dfanunl MtoiM IX 

Id. ai^ - 
130 AttornQT^en. Byfiml 



SUMMARY OF CHANCERY CAUSE LIST. 

1,—^T. JuBiico CmTrY-—Witne8i Actions , ^ 

Nod- Witness Actions, including Summonses ,', (35 

Further Considerations ][ 1 

— 130 
2.— Mr. Justice North — Witness Actions 47 

Xon- Witness Action ' ' ... 7 

Adjourned Summonses .' !* 28 

Further Considerations [[ 2 

g| 

3. — Mr. Justice Stibung — Witness Actions g5 

Non-Witness Actions, including Summonses . . . . [] 28 

Further Considerations [ [] 2 

05 

4.-— 3Ir. Justice Kekewich — Witness Actions 44 

Non-Witness Action * .' [[ j 

Adjourned Summonses ] [[ 23 

Furthir Considerations ]] \[ 3 

— 71 
5. — Mr. Justice Romed — Witness Actions: 

Old Transfers • 20 

Actions transferred by Order. February 27th, 1896 .',110 

— 180 

Total Causes and Matters for Hearing in the Chancery Division 510 

N.B. — In addition to the above Actions and matters for trial or hearing^ the following Companies ( Winding up) 
mcUters stand for hearing before Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams, sitting as an additional Judge of 
the Chancery Division: — 

Petitions, Companies (Winding up) 25 

Petitions, Chancery Division .. .** 3 

Court Summonses, Companies ( Winding up) . . . . '. 17 

Court Summonses, Chancery Division . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 

Motions, Companies (Winding up) *'. I5 

Motions, Chancery Division . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , , . . 2 



ee 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 



SPECIAL PAPER, 

FOB ARGUMENT. 

1 In re an Arbtn. between Barker & The Pearson k 

Knowlee Coal & Iron Co. Id. (to be anpied with 
Opp<«ed Motion No. 1). Siiedal case 

2 Goonty Conncil of MfaklleBez v. Willesdiea Urban 

District Conmcil and anr. Spedal caae 

3_In re an Arbtn. between The Tmsteea of the Ipewkh 

k Ktowmarket :Navlgatlcai and The East Snffolk 

• County Coondl. Spedal cue 

4 District Conndl of Barton Bcgis Union v. Stevens Ac 

anr. Spedal.case 

6 In re an Arbtn. between B. P. Houston Ac Co. and 

on. and The Standard Steamship Owners' Pro- 

tectlon» &C. AsBoc. Id. Special case 

6 In re an Arbtn.* between Kempf and The National 

Insce.* kc Corpn. Special cue 

7 C. De Mnrrieta It Co. Id. «. Carlshann Spirit Co. 

■Special case 

8 In re-an Arbtn. betweeniHndson^and Potter & Co. 

I Special case 

9 Miles r. Great Western lly. Co.) Special case 
LO ' Banks k anr. r. Ackers, Whitley &|,Co.ild. 

Spedalcase 
International Bank of London Id. «. Keane. 

Points of law 



11 



EASTER SITTINGS, 1896. 

12 Hall «. Wall. Points of l«w 

* 13 The Board of Trade v. The Gnarantee Soc 

Spedalcase 

14 In re an Arbtn. between James Boms k The North 

Eastern Ry. Co. Special case 

16 In re an Arbtn. between Beinbold k Co. and Haosloh. 

I Spedalcase 

16 In re an Arbtn. between Etienne Goaty and The 

I Manchester, Sheffield and Lincolnshire &y. Co. 

Spedalcase 

i OPPOSED MOTIONS. 

FOB JUDGMENT. 
Eley V. Read. 
Same v. Same (heaitl Jan. 24, 1896, before Mr. 

Jo8tl(« Hawkins and Mr. Justice Kennedy). 
Morgan v. Heinke. 

FOR ABGUlfSNT. 

1 In re an Arbtn. between Barker k The Pearson and 

Knowlee Coal k Iron Co. (to be argued with 
Special case No. 1). 

2 In re a PeUtton of Right of Edward Mitchell. 

3 In re George Manghan k James Robert Hall, Solrs. 

Expte. Manghan k anr. (8.a for farther report> 

4 In re a Solidtor. Expte. Incorporated Law Soc 

(s.0. Jane 80). 



5 Weatherby&oTB. «..Childe. 

6 Hockley V. Anaah (Regan, gamiaheel 

7 In re the Companies Act» 1862, and In 

Herbert Motion, a member of the * 
AnoUoneers. 

8 In re a Solidtor Expte. Incorporated Law :soc 

9 ShadweU ». Cook. 

10 In re an Arbtn. between CamiUo Eitien k Jevaa* 

Sons. 

11 TaiT Vale I^. Go. V. Davis & Son* Id. 

12 Lorden k Son v. Pryoe k ors. 

13 Tomboll V. Tcmsett. 

14 Denning o. E(%ar. 

16 Ohlsen «. TTMnnwwiH , 

16 Smith «. Same. 

17 In re the Appeals of the New Lea Valley DlitilkiT 

Co. Id. Ac In re 12 & 13 Vic, cap. 46. 

18 Brown «. KeeviL 

19 In re an Arbtn. between The United KtsgJM 

Motnal SS. Assoe. AsBoc U. ft HoQilon k Co. 



CBOWN PAPER, 

FOB JUDGMENT. 
Met. POL Diet. White «. Vfl«o ^ tte FteU of 
Fnlham iMagistntes (argued Jan. ai« conn 
Justices Hawkins and VatiilMm Wi]lkBS> 
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11 

13 

U 
15 
IC 
17 
18 
» 
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fOB ARaiTiaDrr. 

MooPMb oiy. A riiby v.TU Brttkh 
2f amfikcttrtag ^Oo. Oiouij Goort. 
cppoftl 

n. KirkwoodCindlDg, &c) 
k anr. County Goort. PkinturB 



Gltmorguiiiiire. The Queen v. JJ. of Glemorgen 
(qpie. Wniiems) NIst for nundamoe to enter 

CQIltiDltttDi08Bb v[^Tt 

Essex. The Queen V. Bochford District ConncU ll 

OvecsMn of Ouivvjr Island rexpte. Clarke) Nisi 

for certlonrl for precept ^Referred tnm Chambers. 
lUhMnhlre, Preiteign. Reynolds v. Urban District 

CoancU of Presleign Coanty Court. Defendants' 

appeal 
l^HvJui. Palmer v. Sbetbnme k anr. Comity 

CVjoit. Defendants' appeal. 
SL Ives. The Queen v. Haln, Jmi., Bsq., k on., 

Licensing JJ. k Bayzaid (expte. Lees) Nisi for 

c^rtionri for Uoense. 
I^ioishlFe. St. Helens k Widnes. Woodward k 

ors. V. Dtat^sdale k on. Comity Court. Defen- 

dsntt' appeal. 
Stkp. The Queen v. Bishop of Hereford (expte. 

Heaim) Nisi fur mandamos to oonslder objec- 
tions. EocIesiasUcal Dilapidations Act 
IVvuHhire, Barnstaple. Parsons v. Hancock 

Gunnty Coart. Defendant's appeal. 
SlwOeld. The Qoeen v. Skelton, Esq., k on., 

Licctting JJ. !(expte. Binl) Nisi for certiorari 

for reftiaal of license 
Yorkshire, W. R. The Queen v. Same Nisi for 

mandsmns to hear application for license. 
Cananrottshire^ Carnarvon. The Cwmyglo Cam- 
brian Benefit Building Soc. «. Jones Coanty 

Gomt. Defendant's apoeal. 
Mlddtosex, Shocedttch. Hooper v. Woolf (sued &c) 

Ooonty Cooit. PlalntifTs appeaL 
rVmetaUre. Pethwick & on. v. Dorset Comity 

Council Maglstrale's case. 
liUKSBhtn^ LlverpooL Lorrle «. Briscoe (Bold, 

chnL) Coanty Comrt Claimant's appeaL 
London. Baker k anr. v. Ambrose Coanty Conxt, 

Defendant's appeal. 
MUdlBex, Brompton. Richardson v. Bassett 

Coanty Coart. Defendant's appeaL 
Hants, Boomemoath. Badger v. Tovqr Coonty 

Gooxt Defendant's appeal. 
Uaoobi. White v. ManseU Magistrate's case 
Virvickshire, Btnn Ingham. HoUoway v. Harpor 

ktn. Comity Conit. Plaintiff's appeaL 
Kent The Qaeen v. JJ. of Kent &*Sharp ft'ore. 

(qpte. Boaiter) Nisi for oertionMrV for Oder of 

Siia& Tbe Qoeen o. Lovibond Nisi to qpash 

oniTlction. ^ 

Cudlgushiie, Aberystwith. James k anr. v. 

Jenkhis k on. Coanty Ooort. Defendant Jen* 

kfais k Mary Morgan's appeal. 
6kllleestershl^^ Gloacester. Meadows v. Leat 

Oonaty Coazt. Defendant's appeal. 
Warvfckahire. Walker v. Stretton Magistrate's 

esse. 
Ssme^ Godwin V. Walker Magistrate's case. 
Middksex, ShoredUch. Knlbb v. AVright Coanty 

Gpoit. Plaintlirs appeal. 
Hct PoL Dist. CommisskmeiH of FoUcerv. Cartman 

Vsf^Btate's case 
I^nHam. The Qoeen «. JJ. of Coanty of Darham 

(expie. Banks) Nbi for mandamus to hear 

sppttatton for uoense. 
HkUlesez, WhItecbapeL Phillips o. inael Coanty 

Coart. Defendant's ^ypeal. 
laocadiln^ Buy. Deane, sen. v. Smith k anr. 

Coonty Coart. PlaintflTs appeal. 
OkoceBtafshire. Stangoe v. Slatter Magistrate's 

Okie. 
Warwickshire, Birmingham. O'Connell Bros. v. 

Fedy Coonty Goort. Defendant's appeaL 
GvHafe. HlU V. Wright It anr. Magistrate's case. 
MUdksex, Maxylebone. Stanbrldge «. Flrbank 

Coanty Coart. Defendant's appeal. 
CsiaaiOienshlre, I.Unriilofawr. Powell k on. v. 

Jonas Jk anr. Coonty Coart. Defiendants' appeaL 
SIcL I'M. Diet. The Qoeen v. H. Smith, Esq., Met 

M. Mag., anl HUlyard (expte. Nokes k anr.) 

Xlsl to state case. 
Sancy, Soothwark. Loomes «. West Coanty 

Coart. PlalntUTs appeaL 
Toriohlre, Bradford. WomU (trading. &c.) v. 
%soo Coanty Coort. DeCendant's appeal. 
GtaUre^ Stockport. Qriffltbs v. Heath Coonty 

Osnt. PklntUTs i^peaL 
TofcaUra^ Kdghley. Botterfleld o. Berry Coonty 

Coiart. PlaiiMir 8 appeaL 
Bflrtslk, Harieshm. Rising v. Dnrrant k Sons 
^OBOB^y Ooort PtatatUTs appeal. 
^Udlesex, Shoredltch. Upton ft anr. (trading, &c) 

«-PWoe Coonty Goort Plalnurs appeaL 



45 LondoD. RnlTv. Home Secretary Qoaiter Setsiooa. 

Special case. 

46 Same. Yoook v, Bltrter k Co. Mayor's Coort. 

Defendant's appeal. 

47 Blackbom. Alty v. FarreU Magistrate's case. 

48 Loodoo. Klrby v. North British MercantUe Insce. 

Co. Mayor's Court Plaintiff's appeal. 

49 Same. The Ooeen v. W. Bird, Eaq. k on., JJ. k 

Hammeramith Vestry (expte. Arter) Nisi for 
mandamos to state case. 

60 London. The Queen r. Vestry of St. Mathew, 
Bethnal Green (expte. Harwood) Nisi for man- 
damns to repair sewer. 

6t Derbyshire, Bakewell. Critchbw v. Tendon k 
North Western Ry. Co. Coanty Coort Defen- 
dants' appeal. 

52 Lelcesterahire, Leicester. Qardner v. Hart. County 

Court Defendant's appeal. 

53 Herefordshire, Herefud. Dobbins v. GarroliL 

County Court. Defendant's appeal. 

54 Margate. Fincher v. Declercq Magistrate's cane. 

65 Yorkshire, LeeJs. I^wis v. Leeds Branch of Fire- 

men's Friendly Soc. County Court. Defendants' 
appeal. 

56 Devonshire, Tiverton. Jx>ndwe11 r. Pitt Coonty 

Coart. Defendant's appeaL 

57 Wolverhampton. Burnett v. Berry Magistrate's 

case. 

58 Middlesex, ( Vlcary r. Dale. 

Marylebone. (Ford v. Fontana County Coart 
Dale's appeal. 

59 Sussex, Brighton. Watts v. Cosiertou Coanty 

Court Defendant's appeal. 

60 Devonshire, Honiton. Crabb v. Brsddlck County 

Court Defendant's appeaL 

61 Met. PoL Dist. Jannan v. Phair k anr. Magis- 

trate's case. 

62 Bedfonlshire, BeifurJ. Hughes v. Harris County 

Court Defendant's appeil. 

63 Southampton. Mayor, kc. Boomemoutb r. Flower 

Magistrate's case. 

64 Cardiff. The Queen v. Lewis, Stip. Mag. for Cardiff 

and Moes (expte. Tbomley) Nisi to hear appli- 
cation. 

66 MUdlesex. Russell and ors. v. Overseers of Stan- 

well Magistrate's case. 

66 Met PoL Dist The Queen o. Slade. Met PoL 

Mag. k Vestnr St George, Southwark (expte. 
Robinson) Nud for certiorari for order. 

67 West Ham. The Queen v. Baggallay, Stip. Mag. 

for West Ham k Finch (expteHeadley) Nisi to 
hear information. 

68 Woscestershire, Dudley. Bassano &>ors. v. Bradley 

k on. .County .Court 4^roblblttai. R^rreJ 
from Chambers. 

69 NdtflngbaxUhire. The Queeb «. Tlkftpe k iQi)r. JJ. 

tr Javens^expte. -Hore) * Nisi for*cextknmri for 
conviction. 

70 Surrey, Lambeth. Rowling r. Challen Coanty 

Court Plaintiff's appeal. 

71 Glamorganshire. HUl o. J( 

Special case. 

72 DevcAshlre. Croder k anr. v. Complon GIffoni 

Urban District Council Magistrate's case. 

73 Lancashire, Manchester. HMtley o. Else (Else, 

clmt) County Court. Claimant's appeal. 

74 Hanley. Old HaU Porcelain Worka o. Challinor 

Magistrate's case. 

75 LlverpooL Cole «. Pendleton Magistrate's case. 

76 Surrey, Soothwark. Cain v. Moon County Court 

Plaintirs appeal. 

77 Met Pol. Dist Spiers k Pond v. Bennett Magis- 

trate's case. 

78 London. Abbott v. Deere k Son County Court 

PlalnUff's appeal. 

79 Middlesex, Marylebone. Sweatman o. Flrbank 

County Court Defendant's appeal. 

80 Middlesex, Westminster. Andrews o. I^ondon, 

Brighton k South Coast Ry. Co. County Court 
Plamtiff's appeaL 

81 Met. Pol. Di»t Drury v. Army k Navy, kc. 

Supply Magistrate's case. 

82 Met. Pol. Dist Dickins «. GUI Maglstmte's 

83 Middlesex, Clerkenwell. Carter r. Cook Coonty 

Court. Plaintiff's appeaL 

84 Lancashire, LlverpooL Wall v. Rawlins k anr. 

County Court. rlahitifl*s appeal. 

85 Middlesex. SUines Urban District Council o. 

Pearce k on. Ma^stnte's case. 

86 Suffolk, Ipswich. Bennett v. Harbord County 

Court Defendant's appeal. 

87 Essex. Brookes v. Candy Magistnite's case. 

88 London. The Queen v. Lee k anr. JJ., and The 

Guardians, St Mary, Islington (expte. Edmonton 
Union) Nisi for certferari for orders. 

89 London. Hobson r. The Javall Co. Mayor's 

Court PlainUlTs appeal. 

90 Ely. Wilkinson & ors. o.Gibbard Consistory Court 

of Ely. Prohibition. Referre;! fhon Chambers. 
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91 Torkshtre, W. B. The Queen «. Doncan k on., 

JJ. k Tibbutt (ejcpte. Campbell) Nisi to bear 
information 

92 Lancashire, Ormsklrk. McAnally «. Brearley 

County Court. Plaintiff's appeal. 

93 Met Pt>L Dist. Oyler k anr. r. Dodge Magis- 

trate's case. 

94 Same. The Queen r. Broe, Met. PoL Mag. k 

Owner of 109, Southgate Road (expte. Hackney 
Vestrj') Nisi to sUte case. 

95 Middlesex, Brompton. Larchln «. Clowes County 

Court. Defendant's appeal. 

96 Carnarvonshire, Pwllheli. Williams o. Williams 

'County Court. Defendant's appeal. 

97 Sussex, I^wes. Waters r. Mylea County Court. 

Defendant's appeal 

98 Yorkshire, Hudderefleld. Dyson k anr. o. Hirst k 

orH. County Ckmrt Defendants' appeal. 

99 Middlesex, Bioomsbury. Hughes v. l>amell k Sou 

County Coort PlainUlTs appeal. 

100 Yorkshire, Halifax. Hebblethwaite k anr. r. 

Bentley County Court Defendant's appeaL 

101 Carnarvonshire, Portmadoc. Jones v. Fwrry 

County Court. Defendant's appeal. 

102 Same. Lewis v. Parry County Court Defen- 

dant's appeaL 

103 Wolverhampton. Lyons v. Thomas MagLstnte's 

case. 

104 Yorkshire, licods. Pearson «. Hewllng County 

Court Defendant's appeal. 

105 Northumberland, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Jones k 

Co. V. North Eastern Ry. Co. County Court. 
PlalnUffb' appeal. 

106 London. Nokes k Stammera v. Marquis de 

Saliceto Mayor's Court. Defendant's appeal. 

107 Middlesex, Westminster. Renande «. Bratt County 

Court Defendant's appeaL 

108 Middlesex, Sboreditch. Hooper v. Holme k anr. 

County Court Defendant's appeal. 

109 Northumberland. The Queen r. Tynemouth Rural 

District Council Nisi for mandamus to approve 
plans. 

110 London. Watson v. White County Court Pro- 

hibition. Referred tnm Chamben. 

111 Same. Keating k Co. «. Brown County Court. 
Defendant's appeal. 

Staffordshire, Burton-on-Trent Vallencey r. 

Fletcher County Court PlaintilTs appeal 
Lancashire, Manchester. Alexander v. Wilklnaon 

k anr. County Court Defendants Simpson k 

Sons' appeal. 

114 Surrey, Wandsworth. Chapman k Gillard (Tall- 

boy, clmt.) County Court. Claimant's appeal. 

115 Lancashire. The Manchester Ship Canal Co. v. 

The Warrington District Highway Board Magis- 
trate's case. 

116 Met Pol. Dist The Queen v. H. Smith, Esq., 

Met 1\A. Mag. k Goodman (expte. Billing) Nk^i 
to state case. 

117 Angleeey, Menal Bridge. Williams v. Roberta 

County Court Plaintirs appeal. 

118 Staffonfehlre, Lichfield. The South Staffordshire 

Waterworks Co. r. Sharman County Court. 
PlalnUff's appeal. 

119 Hampshire, Bournemouth. Cochrane (taradlng, kc.) 

V. Trantum County Court PlaintilTs appeaL 

120 Middlesex, Marylebone. -Kirkaldy v. Parkinson 

County Court Defendant's appeal. 

121 Warwickshire. Lattlmer v. JJ. of Birmingham 

Quarter Sessions. Special case. Applicant's 
appeal. 

122 Same. Hodges k ore. o. Same Quarter Sessions. 

Special case. Applicant's appeal. 

123 Same. Perrett k anr. v. Same Quarter Seaskms. 

Special case. Applicant's appeal. 

124 Lancashire, Blackburn. Hairop (trading, kc.) v. 

Angles County Court PlaintilTs appeal. 

125 Yorkshire, ShefflekL Yeaxdley v. South Yorkshire 

Discount k Investment Co. County Court De- 
fendants' appeaL 

126 Suffolk, Becdea k Bungay. Rix r. Tate Coonty 

Court Plaintiff's appeal. 

127 Warwickshire. The Queen «. Lord Lelgb k or.4. 

(expte. Sanderson) Nisi for mandamus to pay 
pensfcm to Kinchant, late Chief ConsUble. 

128 Lancashire, Liverpool. Holland k Co. v. Pritchard 

k ors. County Court Plaintiffs' appeal. 

129 Suffolk, Lowestoft. Great Eaktem Ry. Co. r. 

Reynolds k Co. County Court Plalntiffa' 
appeal. 

130 Norfolk, Nom-ich. Goldfinkle r. Parker County 

Court inaintllTs appeal. 

131 Salford. Mason v. Riley Hundred Court PlalnUfl^s 

132 LondonT Sutton v. London Chatham k Dover Ryr 

Co. Coonty Court. Plaintiifs appeal. . 

133 Cheshire, Macdesflekl. Darlow v. Boon k anr. 

County Court PbdntUTs appeal. 

134 Middlesex, ClerkenweU. Callow r. Powell County 

Court Plaintiff's appeaL 
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ife SUiBrdshlre, Walaalt. Kaiicoclts v. WooWyi 156 
Coanty Court. Defendant's Appeal. 

136 Middlesex, Wbltechapel. Rowley v. Calnan 167 

County Court. Plalntlirs appeal. 

137 Met. Pol. TUsL Kirk v. PluDisteaJ Overseers. I 158 

Magistrate's case. 

138 Glamorganshire, Swaiusea. FleLl v. Haege County 

Court. Defendant's appeal. 

139 Monmouthshire. Tlie Queen v. William.^ E.«>q., k 159 

anr., JJ., &c, and Barnes and ors. (expte. H. 
Smith) Nisi for certiorari for order of Justices. ' 160 

140 Surrey, Lambeth. Allden v. Wauter k Co. Coanty I 

Court. Defendants' appeal. | 161 

141 Bedford. KIlHck v. Graham Magistrate's case. 

142 Devonshire. Tomlin v. Olver Magistrate's case. 162 

143 Staffordshire, Borton-on-Trent. Chell v. Hall k 

Boordman County Court. PlaintifTs appeal. 163 

144 Same. Smith v. Same County Cuurt. I'ialutllTs 164 

appeal. 
146 Somersetshire, Taunton. Brewer t'. Curry Mour 
Drainage Board County Court. Defendants' 
appeal. 165 

146 London The Queen r. Binhop k on*, (expte E. P. , 

Young) Nisi for mandamus to hear, kc. dis- , 166 
pntes. 

147 Yorkshire, Unddensfleld. XoakeJ k ors. v. I^y & 

ors. County Court. Defendant Cllffe's apiwal. | 167 

148 Snaaex, Lewes k Eastbourne. The Mayor, kc. of 

Eastbourne v. Bradford Connty Court. Dcfen- 168 
dant's appeal. 169 

149 Berkshire, Keadhig. Jeffreys v. Roberts (Marget- ; 

son, clmt.) Connty Court. PlaintilTs appeal. • 170 

150 Met. Pol. Dbt. Borrow v. Howland Magistrate's i 

case. j 171 

161 Cambridge. Whitehead r. Wisbey Magistrate's | 

case. I 

152 Mlddleeex, Shoredltch. Sutton, Canlcn & Co. r. | 172 

Ward k anr. (traJing, kc) County Court | 

Defendant Paul's appeal. 

163 Derbyshire, Derby. Re The Derbyshire County | 173 

Council, Mayor, &c. of Derby and the Local 
Government Act Coanty Court. Defendants' i 
appeaL I 174 

164 Bedfordshire, Biggleswade. Conder v. Bixby k 

anr. (trading &c.) County Court. Defendants' I 
appeal. | 175 

156 Cheshire, Nantwich. Darlow v. Ankers k anr. 
Co unty Court. Plaintiff's appeal. I 



Surrey, Croydon. Tenlpleton v. Jac'ksun. "CoUnty 

Court. PiainiifTs appeal. 
Met. Pol. Dist. Worth v. "foovm Magistrate's 

case. 
Southampton. The Queen v. JJ. for Southampton 

(expte. Isle of Wight Central Ry. Co.)' Nisi for 

mandamus to direct Clerk of Peace to hear objjec- 

tious on taxation. 
Cardiff. The Queen v. I^wls, Esq., Stip. Mag. k 

Frikart (expte. Evaits) Nisi to state ca.<«. 
Same. The Qaeen v. Same k Bridgwater (expte 

Same) Nisi to state case. 
London. Summers v. Blackwall Galvanised Iron 

Co. County Court Plaintiff's apt>eal. 
Yorkshire, Bradford. Farrow v. Newbouae County 

Court. PlaintilTs appeal. 
Ralfonl. Morris t. Royle Magistrate's case. 
Cheshire. The Queen v. London k North Western 

Ry. Co. k ors, (expte. I'ostmaster-General) Nisi 

for mandamus to carry out provisions of Parcels 

Post Act. 
Middlesex, Westminster. Great Western Ry. Co. v. 

HaKtie (kiunty Court. Defendant's appeal. 
Staffordshire, Newtastle-under-Lyne. Carter k 59 

ors. V. Iligby & Co. C<>unty Court. Defendants' 

Middlesex, Shore;litch. Baylld v. Bix^tt County 

Court. Defendant's appeal. 
Leeds. Cook v. Haluswoith Magistrate's case. 
Middlesex, Marylebone. Osborne v. Chocqueel 

Coanty Court. Defendant's appeal. 
Surrey, Southwark. Everson t?. Crowther k Co. 

County Court. Drfendants' appeal. 
Sussex, Brighton, llanbury. k Co. v. Bower 

(Turner, clmt.) County Court. Claimant's 

api)eal. 
England. The Queen v. Payne k anr. (expte. 

Gowen) Nisi for attachment for newspaper 



176 Southampton: Llnt^m t. Bnrcbell Magfetnte's 
' «Me'. ■ 

177 Mertoaeth. Le Neve Forter. r. Fyfe ft at. 

Magistrate's case. 

178 Saine^ htni^v. 8;anie Magl^trste's rase. 

179 StaffoniMIilre. The Queen v. A^hwortb k aar., JJ., 

k Brough (expte. lirongh) Nisi fur certlnrari. 

180 CaTnarvoasliiTP, Caman-on. lltity * *^- ^^ 

Wirtkin ft oi«. County Court. PefeDdulc' 
appeal. 



Yorkshire, W. R. The Qneen v. H. H. Judge 

Gates k Jackson (expte. Mawson Bnia.) Niai to 

hear ration. 
Liverpool. The Queen v. Croefield k anr., JJ., & 

Lynn (expte. Mersey Docks, kc. Board) Nisi to 

state case. 
Essex. The Qaeen v. Wedd k anr., JJ., and 

Bunting (expte. Pearce) Nisi for certiorari for 

conviction. 



REVENUE PAPER. 

.Fob Hearing. 

cacses by knglldh inpobmatiok. 

1 Attorney-Gen. v. The Veixieren) of the New TmH k 

ors. ]>art liearJ. 
a Attoroey-Gen. v. Newoomen (Mnce dec.) anl on. 

part heard. 

3 Attomey-(ien. v. Earl of Carlisle Jc on. 

4 Attproe}--<.teQ. r. Walker k ors. 



Petition. 

6 In re a Settlement, kc. and the Revenauuary Intercrt 
Soctety Id. (under Sec. 10 of Finance Ad, 1»4> 

Cases Stated as to Income Tax and 
Stamp Doty. 

6 Benjamin Brooke k Co. Id., Applts., ani the Gun- 

mlssioners of Inland Revenue, Resptk 

7 The Rhymney Iron Co. Id., Applts., anl Fevler 

(Surveyor of Taxes), Re»pt 

8 Clifford k anr., Applts., and The Cnmmbrinneff d 

Inland Revenue, Rospis. 

Ofpoeed Motion. 

9 Attorney-Gen. v. The Flklilau Coliierta V*i. I-L 

and anr. 

Motions for Attachment 18 



DIVISIONAL LIST.— SUMMAEY. 

Special Paper .. .. • t* IG 

Opposed Motions .. .. •• t. •• •• #• •• •• •• 19 

CmwnPaiKT .. .. •. 180 

Kevenuo • •• •• •• r» «• 21 



Total . . 

HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 
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EASTER SITTINGS, 1896. 
APPEALS AND MOTIONS IN BANKBUPTOY. 



Appeals for hearing before a Divisional 
CouBT Sitting in Bankruptcy, from County 
Courts, pending March, 1896. 

In re Punkley Expte. Dunkley 

In re Maughan Expte. Maughan 

In re Hellyer Expte. Cockbum 

In re Milns Expte. Ker 
6 In re Jones Expte. Tm-itee 

In re Barr Expte. Woolfe 

In re Parkes (trading as Parker & Co.) Expte. 
Pneumatic Tyre Co. 

In re Scott, A. Expte. Scott, A. 

In re Gwllym Expte Bevan 
10 In re Newington, I)e B. Kxpte. OlTlc ial Re.^iver 

In re Phillips Expte. The Tieboeth Brick Co. 

In re Dagnall Expte. Koau k Murley 

In re Daniel Expte. Barf(K)t 

In re Newton Expte. Collins 
1.5 In re.Deadman Expte. MaxfieM k ors. 

In re Muutsen Expte. Munsen 

Motions in Baxkruptot for hearing before 
Mr. Justice Vaighak Williams, pending 
flarch, 189G. 

» , lu re Calilt> ell Expte. Haydon r. Fox (standing 
over by consent) 



In re Saunders Expte. Official Receiver 

In re AlderBon Expte. Jackson v. Board of Trade 

In re Bomes Expte. Deller 

6 In re Mesuiter Expte. Denmaa v. SangnlDetti 
In re Myera Expte. Official Receiver v. Myers 
In re Tucker Expte. Newstead v. Stewart 
In re Tucker Expte. Stewart v. Newstead 
In re Thornton Expte. Matyear v. Official Receiver 

10 In re Follett Expte. Hobbs v. Jackson 
In re Tucker Expte. Johanning v. Newstead 
In re Peel Expte. Thomas v. Salaman 

In re tSoniee Expte. De Lermos o. Deller 
InreSaHS Expte. The National Provincial 

Bank of England 

15 In TQ Goodchlld Expte. Eaift liondon A. F. 0. r. 
Bayford 
In re O'Shea Expte. Truetee v. Armstrong 
In re Same Expte. Same v. Brown 
In re Kays Expte. Oppenhelmer 

In re Annan Expte. Logan k ors. tr. Figg 

20 In re LiveHey Expte. Reeve v. Trustee 

In re Dunhill Expte. Thorpe v. Official Receiver 
In re Baxter k Johnson Expte. Chapman v. Ford 
In re Thornton Expte. Matyear v. A. M. Evans 
In re Somes Expte. Thornton, Liquidator, Callao 
Bis Id. V. DeUer 

25 In re Myers Expte. Official Receiver v. Ada 
Myers 



In re Peel Expte. PMler v. Salauan 

In re O'Faxrell Expte. Oakley k anr. «. OflkeW 
Iteceivcr, I'nistee _ 

InreBawJces Expte. Offldal Receiver, Tnrtce 

In re Miller Expte, Fahmer v. Coomes 

30 In re Wynne k Son Exitte. SUnp*>B * •«• '• 
Whlnney 
In re Cogilen Expte. U^t v. Per^y 
In re Page Green Kxpte. i'S^ge Gieeo v. Halamtf 
In re Simpson Expte. Larpent «. Turner 
In re Rosb Expte. OlBcial Re.-elver. TrwW r. 

Vemci k on. 

35 In TB Sandere Expte. Official Be.^ver. Tn^ * 
Ftoni 
In re WoodbeM Expte, Stone Co. v. Official Be.«lv«> 

Trustee 
InieTatham&Go. Expte. IVker «. Peat 
In re GalUrd Expte^ tiallanl, II. 
In re Baxter & Johnson Expte. I>affc «. Fqm 

40 In re Weir Expte. O. Bwry v. Weir, U. 
InreSame Expte. Same v. Dottvidss 
In re Pennal Expte; ^tene v. Bord k Co. 
In i^ Mark Expte. Nichols v, HaaeUlM 
InreAKhwin Expte. Pollock r. Ball ^^ ^ 

45 In re Smith, H. W. Exptfc Moi«an v. \yiiBBff 



Mattbbb in Bankbtjptcy.— Total Appeals and Motions 



• • 61. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, 
QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 

EASTER SITTINGS, 1896. 

A to F. 

All Applications by Summons or otherwise in Actions assigned 
to Master Kate are to be made returnable before him in his own 
Boom, T7o. 181, at 11.30 a.m., on Mondays^ Wednesdaytf and 
Fridayw, 

G to N. 
: All Applications by Summons or otherwise in Actions assigned to 
■aster Waltux are to be made returnable before him in his own 
■ODm,N'o. 176, at 11.30 a.m., on itfonda^a, Wedne^daySy and Fridays. 

O to Z. 
All Applications by Summons or otherwise in Actions assigned to 
fesster Abcuibald are to be made returnable before him in his 
mn Boom, ITo. lC9y at 11.30 a.m., on Monday^y Wednesday s, and 

\ The Parties are to meet in the Ante-room of Masters* Chambers, 

1 the summonses will be inserted in the Printed List for the day 

r the Hynimonsos to bo heard before the Master sitting in Chambers, 

^ will be culled over by the Attendant on the respective Kooms 

a first and second time at 11.30, and will be dealt with by the 

er in the same manner as if they were returnable at Chambers. 

By Order of the Masters. 



HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE. 
QUEEN'S BENOH DIVISION. 



MASTERS LY CHAMBERS FOR EASTER SITTINGS, 1896. 



Mondays 

Wednesdays 

Fridays 

Tuesdays 

Thursdays 

Saturdays 



Mondays « 
"Wednesdays. 
Fridays 
Tuesdays • 
Thursdays • 
Saturdays • 



Mondays • 
Wednesdays. 
Fridays • 
Tuesdays « 
Thursdays • 
Saturdays • 



A to F. 

Master Johnsok. 

Master Pollock. 

G to N. 

Master Macdonell. 

Muster Bctlbr. 

O to Z. 

Master Wilberforcc. 

Master Manley Smith. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 



AhM IRALT Y,-^EASTER SITTIKOS, 1896. 



Ship " Adam Smith " 

„ " Alsation " 

„ "Annie" 

„ " Ardoe " 

5 „ "Atala" 

„ " Baltimore " 

„ "Barrister" 

„ " Caledonia " 

„ "Cassel" 

10 „ " Chatsworth " 

„ " CiuDAD de Reus " 

„ "Darby" 

„ " Deerhill " 

„ " DccA Galliera " 

15 „ "Edenbridge" 

„ "Effort" 

„ "Elbe" 

„ " Falcon " 

„ " Forest Belle " 

20 „ " Forest Holme " 

„ •* Flyingdale " 

„ " Grenmar " 

„ " Helena " 

„ "Helga" 

25 „ " Hoboken " 

„ " John Byno " 

„ "KOTKA" 



SUMMARY.- Actions for Trial 



ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 



30 



35 



40 



45 



50 



•63 



Ship^LAJc" 

„ " longueil " 

„ " Lord op the Isles " 

. „ " Maggie Macnair " 

„ " Mabipoba " 

. „ "MlLLIOENT** 

• „ " Netlrt Abbey " 
„ "Oceanic" 

. „ *JOfodto" 

„ "Paris" 

• „ •«Ro8» Castle" 
. „ *» Rothesay" 

' „ "Rutland" 

„ " Sabrina " 

. „ ** Sandhill" 

• „ '^ Sarah Radcliffb " 
„ "Sarah" 

„ "Severus" 

. „ "Siberian" 

• „ "Southend" 
„ '* Springbok" 

' „ *<Thirlmere" 

„ *<Tubkistan" 

„ "Urbino" 

• „ "Winstanley" 
„ "Zulu" 



53 ; Appeals to Diyisional Court 



0— Total 



68. 



I^MOSAKDUM. — No complete List of Actions to he tried in this Division during £)^ter Sittings oap be giYcn in advance, as the nnmbef ^ 
f and order in which they will be tried are necessarily dependent ]uf)on^ the yreseixce in. this Country of Seafaring Witnesses whose' 



morements are ii^avoidably uncertain. The List will therefore be subject to alterations and additions. 
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[April 18, 1895. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICK 
PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION, 

#■ . • ...... 

PROBATE ACTIONS and MATRIMONIAL CAUSES to he Heard and Tried at EASTER SITTINQ8,\m 



ABBBEViATipN8.-r^P. Probftte^l). Dissolution of Marriage— J.S. Judicial Separation— N. Nullity— L Issue- 
' R.C.R." Restttution of Conjugal Rights — A. Act on Petition. 



A List of Causes in the order in v)hirh they are set down for Trial will he posted (U the Registry , Somerset House, and Supplei 
' • • Lists will he printed from time to time. 

Parties must he prepared io try thetr Causes ten days after the same have heen set down for Trial. 



No. 



1 


D. 


2 


D. 


8 


D. 


4 


D. 


5 


D. 


6 


D. 


7 


D. 


8 


N. 


9 


D. 



1 


D. 


2 


D. 


3 


1 J.S. 


4 


N. 


5 


J.S. 


G 


D. 


7 R.C.R. 


8 


D. 


9 


D. 


10 


D. 


11 


D. 


12 


D. 


13 


N. 


14 


D. 


15 


N. 


16 


D. 


17 


J.S. 


18 


J.8. 


19 


D. 


20 


D. 


21 


D. 


22 


D. 


23 


D. 


24 


D. 


25 


D. 


26 


D. 


27 


D. 


28 


D. 



NAME OF GAUSE. 



PART-HEARB CAUSES. 

Notice to he given at Court when Parties tire ready to 
proceed with the further Hearing'of these Causes. 

Tomliu V. Toiulin & Dixon . 
Healey v. Healey & Sirett . 
NokcB V. Nokes & Goldixig . 
Cracknell v Cracknell & Blley 
Bourne v. Bourne & Spreng , 



Plowden v, Plowden & Echersley 
Seekins v. Seekins & Adams . 
Barrow r. Barrow orse. Lyons 
Greaves v. Greaves 



BEFORE THE COURT ITSELF— UN- 
DEFENDED DIVORCE. 

Dean v. Dean & Porcher 
Dutton v. Dutton & Webber . 
Hemmington v. Hemmington 
Lindsay v, Lindsay orse. Stewart 

St. Ruth V. St. Ruth . 

Bennett v. Bennett 

Beauclerk v. Beauclerk . 

Yon Zcidlitz v. Von Zeidlitz . 

Macklin v. Macklin & Abrahamson 

Lewitt 17. Lewitt & Hull 

Piesse v. Piesse ... 

Rowlands v. Rowlands ... 

Hayes v. Hayee orse. Allen (stands over till 2nd May) 

Carter v. Carter . 

Balcarras v, Baloarras . 

Evans t- Evans & Watts 

Ringland v. Ringland . 

Master v. Master . 

Dalling v. Dalling 

Sherwin v. Sherwin & Gadd . 

Crowhurst v. Crowhurst ft Roberts 

Simpson v. Simpson 

Moors V. Moors & Stein . 
ConiKxsk V. Connock & Soott. . . 
Hawko V. Hawko . 
Limb V. Limb & Tcale . 
Hodgson V. Hodgson 
Stokes V. Stokes . 



SOUCITORS. 



FUiutUTs. 



DefoMfauit'fl. 



Co-BapQnM^ 



Cannon & Palmer. 
Bordman & Co. 
T. H. Philpots. 
In Person. . . 
Huxham & Rawlln- 

son. 
Holdsworth & Payne. 
H. Kcrby. . . . 
Francis & Caley . . 
Warriner & Co. 



T. A. Dennison&Co. 
Ford & Ford. 
E. G. Watkins. 
Baker, Blaker & 

Hawes. 
Norris, Aliens & 

Chapman. 
Torr & Co. 
Lewis & Lewis. 
Edmonds & Turner. 
H. Sydney. 
Pitman & Sons. 
R. Jennings, 
Lloyd, George & Co. 
J. S. Scaid. 
In Person. 
T. W. Hall. 
W. T. Ricketts. 
Miller, Vardoe & Co. 
MUler, Smith & Bell 
Smith & Gofton. 
John Hands. 
R. Carter. 
Pritcliard, Engleflcld 

&Co. 
J. Tyrell. 

J. Haynes. . . . 
Clarke & Blundell. 
Finis & Wylio. 
E. Flux Leadbitter. 
Angell Imbert-Perry 

&Co. , 



Maynard & Son. 



F. Hatton. 
J. R. Roberts. 



Wontner & Sons. 



Robbins, 
Co. 



Billing & 



R. -Jenkins. 



E. T. Moran. 
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Ko. 



29 JA 

30 D. 

31 D. 



23 
26 



NAME OF CAUSE. 



32 


D. 


33 


D, 


U 


D. 


3d 


D. 


36 


D. 


37 


D. 


38 


D. 


39 


D. 


40 


D. 


41 


D. 


42 


D. 


43 


D. 


44 


D. 



1 
2 
3 


D. 
D. 
D. 


4 

5 


D. 
D. 



Dannon v..Daiinon • • • 
Dunsteryillo v. Dunfiterville • • 
Milman v. Milman • • • 

GftBBelmann v. Casaelmann & Heylbock 
Mathen v, Mathera . • . . 
Hajward v. Hayward . • 
Potter r. Potter . . . . 

Bishop V. Bishop 

Gowing V. Gowing & Adams , 
Barker r. Barker & Catchpolo .. . 
Bevan v. Bevan . . • . 

Fraser r. Frascr & Campbell . 
Ruck V. Ruok . . • . 
Dutton V. Dntton .... 
Taylor v, Taylor & Langdon . *. ' 
Tatler v. Tatler & Bailey 



COMMON JURIES. 



7 


P. 


8 


D. 


9 


P. 


10 


D. 


11 


I). 


12 


D. 


13 


P. 


14 


D. 


15 


D. 


16 


D. 


17 


P. 


18 


I). 


19 


D. 


^ 


J.S 


21 


D. 



Michell V. Michell & Bell . 
Dee r. Dee .... 
Burrows v. Burrows & Champion 

Richards v. Richards & Mayoock 
Berkley v. Berkley & Hawkes 



Johns V. Johns, Kenny, Pond & G&rdiior i 

I In the Goods of W. J. Downs, dec.' 

I Jago r. Sleap . . . • • • ^ • 

Mintrum v. Mintrum . . '. * • • 

In the Goods of E. Cullen, dec. ' * 

Harding v. Harding & Lottelier (H. Rowley party 
I cited) 

Brad V v. Brady & Johnston . ' . * • 

Marshall r. Marshall, Grundy and C<511i]is 

George r. George & Holroyd 

fin the Goods of C. F. Bishop, dec. 

\ Bishop V. Bishop ....*.. 

Bnmup r. Bumup . . '.'/'. 

Hem V, Hem & Winnifrith . *. ' . 
(Langhom v. Langhom & Doylo '(Queen's Proctor 
\ shewing cause), 
fin the Goods of J. Hickman, dec. 
\ Hickman v. Smith 

Wainwright v. Wainwright & Canf * .* , 

Wakefield r. Wakefield & King . . . . 

Nicolson r. Nicolson 

Bames «. Barnes & Farroll . '. * .* 



I 
2 D. I Ashwell V. Ashwell & Armitage 



fin the Goods of Driver. 

\ Driver r. Driver . 

fin the Goods of R. N. Kemp, dec. 

\Kemp r. Store 
Solomon v. Solomon . • 
Organ v. Organ & Pearce • 



1 P. 

2 i&. 



BEFORE THE COURT ITSELF-^DEFENDED. 
DIVORCE AND PROBATE. 

In the Goods of Thomas Lewis, dec. . . 

Lewis r. Lewis 

Young r. Tonng ....... 



soucrroRs. 



Plalntifrii. 



Defendant's. 



PownallA Co. . . 

(Marwood Leonard. 
Boyd Bcaund.. 
Walker, , Maxtincau 

&Co. 
G. Jl. Harrison. 
In Person. 
W. W. Stockon. 
niffe, Henley & Sweet 
F. F. Palmer . . . 
W.H.Fairfax Brooks 
8. Myera. • 
Lumley & Lumlcy. 
M..Nordon. . 
A. Wood & Co. 
Williamson, Hill & Co. 
W.-B. Glasier. 
Tiwlor, Hoaro & 

Pilcher. 



Indcrmaurft Brown. 
Ketaihle&Co.* . '. 
A.Newtbn&Co. ". 



F. H. Bertie . . 
Budd, *Johnfon 
Jecks.* 



% 



Blyth ft Co. 
P. J. Nidholls.' 



N. •N. St&nsbuty . 
H.HapiiMd. • 
Gcltrc, Sbn & Pease*. 



Bordman & Co. 



Buttcrworth. 



R. Greening. 
Wilkinson, Hewlett 

* & Wilkinson. 
J. A. Parkes. 
Speechly & Co. 



RiddelT, Vaiicy & Co. 



F. Hattton. 
S: G. Wamcr. 



F. Fitz Payne . . I Philpin & Davies. 



Clarkson & Toovey . 
Diiton,Weld4rDixdh 



Ge&rc, Sbn & Pease' 



C. Robinson & Co . 
Tuhier, Smith* & Co! 
Clinton & Co. . . 
Preston, How & Co. . 
Sp<5echl y, MuAf ord % 

Co. 
Harman, W^ard & 

Collier. 



R. Free. 

Climpbell, Reeves & 
Co. 



Robins, Billing & Co. 

W. J. H. Bull. 
Bealo & Co. 
W. K. Walter. 



G. Booth • ; . . 

Bancs .... * 
H. 'J. Mtfnnin^ . . 
Darlcy & Cumberland 



T. White & Sons. 
L^wis A;Lewi0 • 



fW. H. Wintorbotham. 
[j. J. G. Pugh. 

Kcenc, Marsland & Co. 
J. E. Harris. 
Ford & Ford. 



A. Jonas. 

H. A. Farman. 
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Ho. 



3 


D. 


4 D. 

5 R.C.R. 


G R.C.R. 
7 D. 


8 


P. 


9 


D. 


10 


P. 


11 

12 


J.S. 



13 



14 



15 


J.S. 


16 


D. 


17 


P. 


18 


D. 


19 




20 


P. 


21 


D. 


22 


X>. 


23 


D. 


24 


J.S. 


25 


S.S. 


26 


p. 


27' 


D. 


28 


P. 


29 


I. 


30 


D. 



31 



33 P. 

34 R.C.R. 

35 N. 

36 J.S. 

37 P. 



38 



NAME OF CAUSE. 



Stoneman v, Stoncman, Pally & Day . • 

Turnpenny v. Turnpenny • , ^ 

Oldroyd v. Oldroyd • • • • 

Garter v. Carter • • • • • 

lerson v. lerson . • • • « 

(In the Qoods of Boom. 
Minns v. Grimyear & Wood . • 
Taylor v. Taylor, Oliadbum and Simpsoa 
(In the Qoods of Sarah Nottidgc, dco. 

\Harri8 v. Sorrell • • . , , 

Smith V, Smith . . . . • 

Winchcomb v, Winchcomb & Eatwell • 

Samuel v. Samuel, Briscoe & Barrow and ore. 



rin the Goods of Henry Gresham, dec, 

\ Woods V, Harrison . . 

Biaokay v. Mackay • • 

Tinker v. Tinker . . • 

(In the Goods of Pritchard.. 

\Pritchard v, Pritchard . • 

Smith V. Smith & Charles • 

Britton v. Britton & Wain • 
In the Goods of" 

Gayton & anr. v. Chalk . . 
Arbuthnot v. Arbuthnot & Mills 

Bass V, Bass & Houchin , 

Vilct?. Vilo. . . . 
PhiUipa V, Phillips 

Ryder v. Ryder • , , 

{In the Goods of Michell, dec. 

Miohell V. Frere • • . 

Johnson v. Johnson . » 
rin the Goods of Reeve, dec. 

\Hope 9. Thomas . . • 

Dunster v. Dnnster • • 

Perry v. Perry & Costa • • 

(In the Goods of Holdsworth, dco. 
Stephenson v. Holdsworth 
fin the Goods of Trundcll, dec. 

\Trundell & anr. r. Trundell . 
(In the Goods of Wilkinson. 

\Bannister v. Smith . , 

Walker 1?. Walker. ; * , 

Firth V. Firth 

Moss V. Moss . • • 
/In the Goods of Jones. 

I^Williams v. Pritchard • , 

I In the Goods of Hardy, dec. 
\Frost V. Taylor & ors. • » 



39 


D. 


.40 


D. 


41 

42 


D. 
D. 



Chapman v. Chapman. 
fin the Goods of • • 
\ Powell V. Barrett ,•..,.. 

Cowans v. Cowans , « 

Poole V. Poole & Charlton (Quecn*B Proctor bhowing 
cause). 

WUlioomb v. Willicomb & Twyman " .* * , • 
|In the Goods of 

\Oxenbould &!Smith «••••• 
?In the Goods of 

\ Wake r. Anderson & anr. • . . . • 
46 J.S. I Shaw f. Shaw 



43 
44 

45 



47 
48 

49 



D. I Harvey v. Harvey , 

D. 1 Smith Hughes r. Smith Hughes 
p (In the Goods of Beswlck. 
' l\Myer8 v. Parley , « • 



SOLICITORS. 



FlAlntUTs. 



Pritchard, Englefield 

&Co. 
Willie Shore .' . '. 
Patersons, Snow & 

Co. 
T. P. Button . • . 
F. Howsp ..... 

A. R. O. Lowndes .. 
Robins, Hay & Co. . . 

Bridges & Co.. . .• 
Stanley, JIvans & Co. 
Tarry, Sherlock & Co. 

F. Venn&Co; . '• 



Clinton & Co. . • < 
J. G. Metcalfe • , 
Crowders & Vizard , 

Vizard ft Co. : . *, 
W.H. Stoith&Son', 
Sedgwick & Cb. • ', 

LoWe&Co. .• . '. 
Francis & Johhsoa ', 
A. T. Margetts • , 
Windsor & Co. • . 
A. !E. CiA)ison • < 
Ayrton & Biscoo . , 

CrOsse ft'Sons* t * 
Holmes Moss.* • ', 

Satchell & Chappie 
R. F. Clarke ; . 
F. F. Palmer . ♦ 

Jacques '&.Co.* 

S. Evan5( . .* • ' 



H. P. Scatiiff. • 
Lumley & Lutoley 
Van Sandau & Co. 
Kingsbury & Co. . 

T. L. Yates ; . 



Bower ArCo. ." • *. 



T. A. Jones. 
Tyrrell, Lewis & Co. 
In Persoh. 



t". F. Palmer * . ". 

R. Smith &C<5. . \ 

Bell, Brodrick & Co. 
Wady&Co. • . . 

T. H. E. Foord , , 
Prior & Co. . , 

Biffe, Henley .& Co*. 



Defendant's. 



Belfrage ft Co. • • 

W. J. Collens. 
Vincent & Vincent 

K T. Bicketts. 

Le Brasseur & Bowcn. 

H. Sowton. 
T. R. Kent. 

Recp, Lone k Ca 
W. P. Neal. 
A. £. Copp. 

W. N. Ellen . . . 



Co-Be9oadBe«. 



Bifib, Henley &S«i^ 
/or Day. 



I Ever & Nctfe ; 
Briscoe. 
Stibbard ft Gibu^ 
Barrow. 



F. Hatton. 
Thompson & Son. 
Ayrton & Biscoe. 

Indermaur & Co. 

E. A. Fuller. 

D. Jones . • • « 

Field, Rosooe & Co. 
A. Newton & Co.. • 
In Person. 

Morten, Cutler & Co. 
Carr & Martin. 
In Person^ 

Qittams, Jehu. & Co. 
C. Scard 

Busk & Mellor. 
Blyth, Dutton & Co. 
Mossop & RolfT. . 



A Pope. 



R. H. Wanl. 
Rowcliffcs & Co. 
Arcoll & Co. 
Hickling & Co. 

J^ucs & Co. 

Rowcliffes & Co. 
Bridges & Co. 
Cree & Son. 
'Horn & Co. 



Pennington & Son. 



D. Jones. 



A.Ncwtwi4Co. 



H. Pie]*son. 

Burton & Co. 

TtUithome & Co. 
Johnson, Weatherall 

&Co. 
Pritchard & Sons. 
E. White. 



Mear & Fowler. 
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NAME OF CAUSE. 



50 


J.S. 


51 


r. 


52 


D. 


53 


p. 


54 
53 




1 
2 


J.8. 


3 


P. 


4 


P. 


5 


n. 


6 


p. 


7 


r>. 


8 


r>. 



Soona r. Soorza . , 
an the Goods of Ben&ctt. 
\Vc8ey «. Slater . • 



SOLICITOBS. 



PkintUTB. 



Ascroft V, Afilicroft • 
(In tho Goods of 
iBansom r. Helyer. « 

Stock V. Stock 

Maggs V. Maggs & Crcody (Queon^s Proctor showing 
caase). ' 

1 . SPECIAL JURIES. " 

3Iavhew v. Mayhow . •'•••. 
AVilliams v\ Williams ft Myhurgh . • • • 

Arnold (AftioiaeJtod')».'Hollis'&aair.'' .' ' '• . 

I In tho Goods of R. T. Chaloner, dfec. * * 

I Hatton r. Challoncr * ' ' 

Jones V. Jones, Harvey, Bathuist alid Allen. 

/In the Goods of H, Worland, dec. ' ' " 
\Worland «. Byford , 

Stoneman r. Stoncman, Pally & Day " • • • 

Yaido Bnllcr r. Yardo Buller. • • . • . . 
Watt p. Watt . . 



P. Braby . • . . 

Murray, Hutchings 

&Co. 

DaTidK>n & Morris . 

Dormer & Co. . . 

Hill & Co. .• . . 
Shacn ft Co. 



J.C.Dalzoll. . . 
Muriay, Hutchins 

ft Co. 
Snowden ft Co: « •. 



Defendant's. 



1 



Pritchard, EnglofieM 
ft Co. . . 

Gnedclla ft Cross 
Day, Russell ft Co. -. 



Bolton ft Co. 



Firth ft Co. 

Dawes ft Sons. 
Gibbs ft Co. 



T. W. Rogers. 

J; G. Layanl . . . 

Stanley, Erans ft Co. 



Co-ReipoDdent's. 



Bclfragc ft Co. 

E. J. Mote, 
M. Abrahame. 



Clowes ft Co. 



niffb, Honloy ft Sweet 
for Day. 



SUMMARY OF PROBATE ACTIONS AND MATRIMONIAL CAUSES. 



Causes Ixjforo Court itself — Undefended « • • 

Coramoh Juries .«<...• .' « ^ « « 

Causes before Court itself^Dcf ended •• \ \ • 

Special Juries, . • . .• • • • . • • 

Total Actions and Causes 



44 

26 

55 

9 

184 



SBOBATE ACTIONS and MATRIMONIAL CAUSES standing over by Consent or otherwise, or stayed by order: To bo 
repUused in the List of Causes for hearing on the Petitioner giving Ten days' Notice in writing to tho other parties for 
wh<»n an appearance has been .entered, and filing a Copy of such Notice in the Registry. 



ICift. 



NAMB OF CAUSE. 



1 


/J.S. 


2 


D. 


3 


J.8. 


4 


D. 


5 


B.C.B. 


6 


D. 


7 


D. 


8 


D. 


9 


J.8. 


10 


D. 


11 


D. 


12 


JA 


13 


D. 


14 


J.ft. 


15 


U. 


16 


D. 


17 


D. 



Gothard v. Gotbard 
Gothard r. Gotbard ft Wolf 
Greenwood v. Greenwooi 
Adams r. AdanuS . 
Burrows r. Burrows ft Normingtori 
Burley r. Burlcy . . . ' 
Swan r. Swan . • • 
Jeffries r. Jeffries. . • 
Ford 9. Ford & Zlmelli , • 
Henry r. Henry . . • 
Thomas r. Thomas ft Evans • 
Pilling r. Pilling . 
Hcnshaw r. Hcnshaw . 
Cowley r. Cowley ft McCarthy 
Grove r, (iroyo . . • 
WaildingCon v. Waddington , 
McLean v. Mcl^ean ft Gardner 



(order) 

(oommission) 
(def(L order) 
(defd. order) 
(defd.) (stay secy.) 
.(stay secy.) 
(defd. order) 
(defd. order) 
(defd. order) 



(undefd. order) 

.(stay secy.) 

(defd. order) 

(stay secy.) undefd. 

C.J. (stay order) 



SOUCITORS. 



18 



Juggins V. Juggins, Hughes ft Potter 

• C.J. (stay secy.) ■ 

Collick t. Collick ft Phillips orsf . I^wis . . . ' 

0. J. (stay order) I 



FetttioDer'0. 



A. W. Thomas . . 

Alfred B. Gery . . 
S. G. Warner. 

C. Robinson ft Co. . 

J. P.Chadwick . , 

Grossman ft Co. . . 

F. Deakin. . . . 

Hicklin ft Co. . . 
Montagu, Scott ft Co. 

Fraser ft Co. . . . 

C Robinson ft Co. . 
L.-Kirkman. - 

Bell ft Oo. • . . 

V. Thomasset . , 

W. T. Harvey . , 

E. Clarke . ; . , 

S.P.Nash . . . 

Smith ft Co. \ • ' • 



Iteflp<Hi^nt'8. 



Alfred li. Gery. 

A. W. Thomas . . 

P. Frekc Palmer. 
Andrew Wood ft Co. 
A. C. Derham. 
Smith ft Co. 
A, G. Ditton. 
Coode ft Co. 
R. B. Coe. 
Wainwriglit ft Co. 

Arkcoll ft Co. 
Fielder ft Co. 
W. Smce. 
E. Shallcss. 
Hughes ft Oo. . . 
Brownlow ft Howe . 



Co-Be!<pon«lent'8. 



Hack ft Morris. 



Andrew Wood ft Co. 



Smiles ft Co. ; . • • ' Riddell, Vaisey ft Co. 



Hughes ft Co. 
Brownlow ft Howe for 

Potter. 
Riddell, Vaisey ft Ca 
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No. 



19 J.S. 

20 R.O.R. 

21 D. 

22 J.S. 

23 D. 

24 D. 

25 R.C.R. 



D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 

D. 

J.S. 

D. 

D. 

87 R.C.R. 



26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 



33 
34 
35 
36 



38 

39 

40 
41 

42 

43 

44 
45 



D. 

D. 

D. 
D. 

D. 

D. 

D. 
D. 



46 


D. 


47 




48 


D. 


49 


J.S. 


50 R,C.R. 


51 


D. 


52 


D. 


53 


D. 


51 


D. 


55 


D. 


56 


D. 


57 


D. 


58 


D. 


59 


D. 


60 


D. 


61 


D. 


62 


J.S. 


63 R.C.R. 


64 


J.S. 


65 





NAME OF CAUSE. 



PhillipB V. Phillipa 
Noble V. Noble . 
Frith p. Frith & Price 
Lardner v. Lardner 
Self 9. Self . 
Alexander v. Alexander 
Butterworth v. Butterworth 
Puller V. Fuller . 
Hogben v. Hogben & Lyons 
Edwards v. Edwards & Corry 
Coutts V. Coutts & Kelly 
Muldowney v. Muldowney 
Bicknell v. Biokncll & Footc 
Rose V. Rose & Whito . 

Parrock r. Parrock & Taylor 
Rogers v, Rogers . 
Smith V. Smith • 
Little V. Little 
Street v. Street . 



Parker v. Parker & Lawrence 

Lowndes v. Lowndes & Scott 

Dunn V. Dunn & Gee • 
Bull V. Bull & Wilson . 

Wooding V. Wooding & Fensome 



Morton v, Morton ft Mahs 



(stay secy.) 
(stay secy.) 



(order) 

(stay order) 
(order) 



Roth well V. Rothwell &. Jones % 
Patterson v. Patterson & Edmondspn 



Tremlett r. Tromlett . 
Keller v. Keller . 
Arnold r. Arnold & Parr • • 



J'S. I Hansen r. Hansen 



PliilUps V. Phillips 
Dwyor r. Dwyer & Hazoldino 
Can telle v. Can telle & Crosby 
Brodrick v. Brodrick 
Bird V. Bird & Judkins. 
Moore v, Moore . 
Cooke «. Cooke A Hall . 



66 

67 
68 



70 
71 

72 



Butterworth v. Butterworth . 
May V, May, Symons & Fletcher 
Arbuthnot r. Arbuthnot & Mills 

Dutton V. Dutton & Webber . 

Coffin V, Coffin 

Young r. Young , 

Carter v. Carter . 

Smith V.Smith . 

Scott V. Scott . .* . 



(stay secy.) 
(stay secy.) 
(stay secy.) 
(stay secy.) 
(order) 
(stay secy.) 
(stay secy.) 

(order) 
(order) 
(stay com.) 
(order) 
(order) 



P. 



D. 



Samuel r. Samuel, Briscoe, Barrow & ors. 

Tinker r. Tinker , . , , , 
Ward orse. Dormer r. Ward . . • . j 

{In the Goods of Jacob Augustin ^ava^gc. 
Shrimpton r. Savage & ors. , ' , 



Potter V, Potter . 
Bale V. Bale & O'Gorman 
Court V. Court & Harris 



soucrroRs. 



P^Uoner's. 



T. Bcard*& Sods . : 

French & Lewis . • 

C. L. W.*Nichdlson '. 

Futvoye & Co. . . 

Hood Bahs & Go. ' 
Harris & Chitham. 

Colyer ft'Colydr . '• 

A. S.C.Doyle . . 

Wilkinson & Son. . 

Rndall, F. A. . . 

Dix & Warlow . . 

Stondiam & Son . . 

Tcmpleton & Co.. . 

Ward, ' Perls ft 

McKaJr. • 

Li Person . • • • 

Bolton &*Co. •' • . 

A. G. Ellis . • . 

Church & Co.. • • 

A. W.Mills . . . 

Smiles & Co. . • • 
• • • 

Field, RoBCoe ft Co. . 

Robert Jenkin& . *• 
Prior, Churdh ft 

Adams. 
J. R. Ookleshaw- 

Johnson. 
Lewis ft Lewis • « 

J.. Hands . ., • . • 
Wynne, ^Holme ft 

Wynne. 
J; Greenfield . . • • 
Maynard ft Son. 
Ford ft Ford. 
Bell, Brodrick ft Gray 



Forth ft Co. . • . 

J. A. Bartrum . . 

W. M. Willcocks. . 

Lumley ft Lumley . 

C. Robinson ft Co. . 
C. ft H. Brandon ft Co. 

Meredith ft Co. , . 



BMpondenfs. 



Wilson, Wallis ft Co. 
H. C. Hardy . . . 
Francis, Johnson ft 

Co. 
Ford ft Ford. ' 
In Person. 

Lewis ft Lewis • . 
T.D. Dutton . . 
Stanley, Evans ft Co. 
J. T. Rossiter . . 



L.- Rawlins. * 
Crowders ft Vizard. 
C.'W. V. Stewart. 
Flegg ft Son. 



O: H. Steinberg. 
C: W. V. Stewart 
C. W. V. Stewart 
Greenop ft Sons . . 
Wontner ft Sons. 
Saxelby ft Faulkner. 
Preston ft Co. 
F. J. Rutland . . 



Co-EMpondeiit'i. 



F. Venn ft Co. ... 

Cr6wdert ft Vizard ' • 
Witham, Roskell 'ft 
Co. 

Andrew, Wood ft Co. 

Asprey ft Harris . • 
J. A. Parkes ". . . 
E. Clark. 



Law ft Worsam. 

Marriott ft Co. 

Talbot ft Quayle. 

Chamberlayne ft 
Short. 

Starling ft Co. 
/Rowcliffes ft Co. 
\R. White. 

L. W. Byrne. 

Speechly, Mumford 
ft Co. 

Neve ft Beck. 

Harwood ft Stephen- 
son. 

M. Nordon. 

Leggatt, Rubinstein 
ft Co. 

Osbom ft Osbom. 



Downing, Hoi man ft 

T. Benham. 
Crowders ft Vizard . 
J. Hayward . . . 
Robins, Billing ft Co. 
Lewis & Lewis . . 
Foster ft O). 
Hamlin, Grammer ft 

Co. 
F. Deakins. 
E. Swain. 
A. Newton ft Co. 



H. A. Farman. 
E. P. Ricketts. 
W. P. Neal. 
Prince ft PlUmridgo. 

W. N. EUers . • . 



Ayrton ft Biscoe. 
Few ft Oo. 



Marsdon, Hewitt 

Urquhart. 
Smiles ft Co. 
W. H. Armstrong. 



C. J. Brocklceby. 



Vandam ft Terry. 
Maynard & Son. 



Speochly,"} Hmnfori 
ftCo. i 



Huntington ft Leaf. 



Crowders ft Vizaid. 
J. Hayward. 

Lewis ft Lewis. 



Ever ft Ncavc /m 

Brisooe. 
Stibbard ft Gibsco/* 

Barrow, 
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Dah. 


Appeal ! Mr. JusncB 
C01T«T II. Chittt. 


Ms. JUSTICB 
NOKTH. 


Mr. Justicb 

8TIRL!Xa. 


Mr. JusTfCB 
Kbkkwich. 

Mr. OoJfrey 


Mr. Jus 

ROMEH 


1 

\kj, Apr. SO 


Mr.Ctfrington 


Mr. PugU 


Mr. Ward 


Mr. JackBon 


Mr. Holt 


*| ,. 21 


>. Lavle 


» Beal 


„ Fonberton 


„ Clowes 


„ Leach 


„ Farme 


iKriV » 22| 


„ Carrington 


., Pagh 


„ Ward 


„ Jackson 


„ Godftrqr 


., Bolt 


-if .. 23^ 


„ Lavie 


.. Deal 


„ Pemberton 


„ Ck>wes 


,, Leach 


„ Farme 


V » 24 


„ CarringtoQ 


» Pngh 


.. Ward 


,» JackBoa 


„ Qodflrey 


>. Bolt 


^ ..25' 

1 


.. L*Tie 


.. Beal 


M PembertDO 


„ Clowes 


.. Leach 


.. Farme 



Tht WhOsun Vaeation wai etmmence on Saturdajf, the 2Zrd day of Hay, and terminate on Tuesday, the 26th djy of May, 189 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



EASTER EXAMINATION, 1896. 



EXAMINATION OP STUDENTS OP THE INNS 
OP COURT, 

kaithe Inner Temple Hail, ^th, 2oth, and ^th March, 1896. 

GouNcn. OF Legal Education have awarded to the following 
Certificates that they have satiBfactorily passed a Public 




. Syed Wasiuddin, Middle Temple, 
. Raymimd Cecil Edward, Inner Temple, 
Bacon, Richard, Lincoln's Inn, 
BaAer, Wilberforce Ross, Grav*s Inn, 
^adtey, William Henry, Middle Temple, 
Jrowi, Boland Alexis, Inner Temple, 
Bnckle, Harry Osborne, Inner Templo, 
Cochmne, Walter Neville, Inner Temple, 
. CoDLbe, Balph Molyneux, Inner Temple, 
I Cweniry, (The Hon.) Reginald William, Inner Temple, 
OeKwcll, Richard Henry, Inner Temple, 
%i< Lalla Sondar, Middle Temple, 
Preitas, Gailherme Jos^ Middle Temple, 
'I George Francis Gordon, Inner Temple, 
laid, Alexander Karley, Gray's Inn, 
*abjee, Dhunjeesha, Inner Temple, 
U, George Henry, Middle Temple, 
in, Walter, Middle Temple, 
, Ambrose, Middle Temple, 
ffTiiag, John Llewelyn Davics, Inner Temple, 
tJWlows, Alfred James, Lincoln's Inn, 
pKlmore, Lewis Egerton, Inner Temple, 
I *J««heim, Cecil Louis Ferdinand, Inner Temple, 
I French, Alfred Henry Laurence, Gray's Inn, 
[Wtehonse, Hugh, Lincoln's Inn, 
;Gttham, William James Holmes, Inner Temple,J 
™p8on, Robert Hamer, Middle Temple, 
Jarna, Jacob Claudius Gamer, Middle Temple, 
^™tley, James Blenkinsop, Inner Temple, 
wywood, George William, Inner Temple, 
g«in, Mostafa, Inner Temple, 
™;phry8, Ernest Edward, Middle Temple, 
; Jwkson, Thomas Hughes, Lincoln's Inn, 
, Jnes, Thomas WUliam, Middle Temple, 
gwph, Henry Owen, Lincoln's Inn, 
*™, Sheikh Mohammed Usuf Husain, Inner Temple, 
^ox-Johnson, William, Lincoln's Inn, 
J^die, William Murray, Middle Temple, 
J^vusk, Lionel Tudway, Lincoln's Inn, 
{^ord, Raymond Thomas, Middle Temple, 
Lnpton, William Holland, Middle Temple, 
, JJwder, Frederick William, Lincoln's Inn, 
l^arahall, Hugo Theodore, Inner Temple, 



Nai Chewn, Middle Temple, 
Nasib, Sheikh Mohammad, Middle Ten 
Newton, Joseph Henry Samuel William 
Nutter, Alfred Barrett, Lincoln's Inn, 
Parsons, Frederick George, Lincoln's Ii 
Powell, Thomas Percy Pressor, Inner T 
Preston, Hillary Richard, Middle Temp 
Rai, Bihari Lai, Inner Temple, 
Reza, Syed Mohammed, Middle Temple 
Robinson, Bertram Fletcher, Inner Ten 
Rogerson, Thomas Cooper, Lmer Tempi 
Scott, James George, Inner Temple, 
Sellar, Gerard Henry Craig, Inner Tem 
Sorabji, Richard Kaikhusroo, Lincoln's 
Stewart, Walter James Lionel, Inner T( 
Storey, Robert Holme, Inner Temple, 
Sweeting, Richard Deane, Gray's Inn, 
Thomas, Edward Aubrey, Inner Temph 
Turton, Willie Jack Trevor, Middle Tei 
Umnr, Sheikh Muhammad, Middle Ten 
Waldo, Frederick Joseph, Middle Temj 
Williams, William Lymington, Gray's ] 

and 
Williamson, George Watkins, Lincoln's 

Examined, 108. Pass( 

Note. — Of the 42 Candidates who failed 
admitted for examination again until the Mi 



Tlie following Students passed a sati8fact( 

Roman Law : — 

Aziz, Abdul, Lincoln's Inn, 
Bethell, Thomas Robert, Middle Tempi 
Bhandari, Hans Raj, Gray's Inn, 
Black, John Stewart, Middle Temple, 
Brooks, Percy Barratt, Inner Temple, 
Coulter, George Gerald, Middle Temple 
Cronie', Frederick Reinhardt, Middle Tc 
Cundell, George Richard, Middle Temp 
Darashekoh, Sahibzadah Mohamod, Lin 
Das, Diwan Mathra, Lincoln's Inn, 
Dawson, John Miles, Inner Temple, 
Deen, Hussam-ud, Lincoln's Inn, 
Dobell, Walter Duffield, Lincoln's Inn, 
Eccles, Francis Yvon, Middle Temple, 
Fenton, Thomas Charles, Middle Tempi 
Ferreira, Ignatius Stephanus, Middle T 
Firminger, Reginald Edward, Gray's In 
Force, Cliarles Frank Bernard, Inner T< 
Ghosh, Augnstin Stanislaus,. Lincoln's I 
Grant, Percy Richard, Inner Temple, 
Gunther, John Theodor, Gray's Inn, 
G Wynne, Rupert Sackville, Inner Tempi 
Hewart, Gordon, Inner Temple, 
Higinbotham, Edward, Inner Temple^ 
Ingpcn, Arthur Lockyer, Middle Temph 
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Jain, Charopat Rai, Lincoln's Inn, 

Johnston, Gaston, Gray's Inn, 

Khosla, Bcni Parshad, Lincoln's Inn, . 

Leach, Charles Ilcnry, Gray's Inn, 

Lee, liobcrt Warden, Gray^s Inn, 

Leuchars, William W<xxl, Inner Temple, 

Logan, Kwen Reginald, Iiinor Temple, 

Manson, Alexander, Lincoln's Inn, 

Mitchell, James Rank in. Inner Temple, 

Nathan, Emile, Gray's Inn, 

Nevill, Dudley Frederic, Lincoln's Inn, 

Nolan, Richard Stanislaus Crosbie, Inner Temple, 

Pillai, Paul Peter, Lincoln's Inn, 

Pope, George Stevens, Gray's lun, 

Prasada, Munshi Kashi, Lincoln's Inn,' 

Purchas, Charles, (Cray's Inn, 

Richardson, George Bei^^h, Inner Temple, 

Rostrou, Laurence William Simpson, Inner Temple, 

Sims, Arthur, Middle Temple, 

Storey, Edgar George, Inner Temple, 

Sutton, Edward William, Lincoln's Inn, 

Thomas, Samuel Joyce, Middle Temple, 
. and 

■ Vcnables, Gilbert Locke, Lincoln's Inn. 

Examined, 58. Passed, 48. 

Note. — One- Candidate was ordered not to bo admitted for 
examination again until tbo Michaelmas Examination. 



The following Students passed a satisfactory Examination in 

Roman Law ami Consitiuiional Lnic and Legal History: — 

Acharyya, Rijaykisor, Gray's Inn, 

Ball, William Valentine, Lincoln's Inn, 

Barton, William Joseph Feariiold, Middle Temple, 

Bhownaggree, Merwanjee Mancherjec Merwanjee, Lincoln's Inn, 

Blakesley, Edmund Holmes, Lincoln's Inn, 

Boland, Patrick Joseph, Inner Temple, 

Charlton, Francis Hartley, Inner Temple, 

Chatterjee, Bepin Chundra, Lincoln's Inn, 

Densham, Alfred Lindsay, Lincoln's Inn, 

Dyke, Percyvall Hart, Lincoln's Inn, 

Evans, Frank, Linocln's Inn, 

(iorrie, Malcolm Graham, Middle Temple, 

Haridas, Hardeoram Nanabhai, Lincoln's Inn, 

Harrison, Harold English, Inner Temple, 

Hayward, Charles Williams, Gray's Inn, 

Jenkins, Huntly Eugene^ Lincoln's Inn, 

Johnston, James Leonard^ inner Temple, 

Jones, Edward Herbert, Lincoln's Inn, 

Khalil, Hasan Sherfoodin, I^incoln's Inn, 

McKinstry, Walter Leonard, Lincoln's Inn, 

Peel, Sidney Comwallis, Lincoln's Inn, 

Pieris, Paulus Edward, Inner Temple, 

Pitman, Charles Murray, Inner Temple, 

Teesflale, Kenneth John Marmaduke, Inner Temple, 

and 
Whitakcr, Edward Thomas, Inuef Temple. 

Examined, 35. Passed, 25. 

Note. — Of the 10 Candidates who failed 3 were ordered not to he 
admitted for examination again until the Michaelmas Examination. 



The following Students passed a satisfactory Examination in 

Constitutional Ixiic arid Jicgal lliMt>ry ;— 

Agarwala, Hnrdeo Sahai, liiucoln's Inn, 
Arkwright, Jolin Stanhope, Inner Temple, 
Barber, William EdwanI, Gray's Inn, 
Barry, Aithur Joseph, Inner Temple, 
Bateson, Edward, Lincoln's Inn, 
Behramjee, Noshirvan Buijojee, Lincoln's Inn, 
Bois, Herbert Gordon, Middle Temple, 
Oart^, Lucas D'Oyly, Inner Temple, 
Champemowne, Arthur Melville, Lincoln's Inn, 
Christie, James Archibald, Inner Temple, 
Corny us, Henry Joseph, Gray*B Inn, 



Daniell, Reginald Alien* Inner Temple, 

Darby, Lionel Frank Christopher, Inner Temple. 

Davenport, Ralph Tichbomo, Inner Temple, 

de Carteret, Charles Edward Malet, Inner Temple, 

Dcgazon, William Victor, Lincoln's Inn, 

dc Sobcron, Henry, (iniy's Inn, 

do Worms, Percy George, Middle Temple, 

Dixit, Vinnyak Rajaram, Middle Temple, 

Dixon, Charles, Lincoln's Inn, 

Emanuel, Montague Rosseau, Inner Temple, 

Evans, David George, Inner Temple, 

(rjiikwad, Sampatrao Kashirao, Lincoln's Inn, 

Gillies, Harry Thomas Middle Temple, 

Hannah, Herbert Bruce, Inner Temple, 

Hassan, Syed Hadi. Gray's Inn, 

Irish, Harold John Henry, Inner Temple, 

Jordan, James Herbert, Middle Temple, 

Joy, Edward Bedford, Inner Temple, 

Kayo, Samuel Emanuel, Lincoln's Inn, 

Kcr, William Pollock, Middle Temple, 

Macdonogh, George Mark Watson, Lincoln's Inn, 

Marsland, Philip Rickards, Inner Temple, 

Matthews, Harry de Couves, Inner Temple, 

Pandit, Vasudeo Rambrisbua, Middle Temple, 

Pontefract, Cardwell Adolphus, Middle Temple, 

Raffety, Frank Walter, Middle Temple, 

Raghubansi, Knnwar Udaya Vir Singlui, Lincoln's Inn, 

Rayner, John Henry Pritchaid, Middle Temple, 

Ribeiro, Miguel Francisco, Lincoln's Inn, 

Roberts, Isaac John, Innir IVmple, 

Simpson, Edgar Hope, Lincoln's Inn, 

Singh, Biiwa Dhanwant, Lincoln's Inn, 

Singh, Har Bbajan, Lincoln's Inn, ' 

Statham, Richard Jervis, Inner Temple, 

Todliunter, Francis Gemld, Lincoln's Inn, 

Ubsdell, Thurlow Richardson, Inner Temple, 

Whelen, Thomas Ernest, Inn«r Temple, 

Woolford, Eustace Gordon, Middle T«*mplo, 

and 
Wrigley, Oswald Osmond, Lincoln's Inn. 

Examined, 70. Pasaed, 50. 
Note. — One Candidats was ordered not to be admitti'd fur eniJ 
tion again until the Michaelmas Examination. 

By Order of the Council, 



Council Chamber, Lincolx's Inn, 
nth Aprily 1896. 



(Signed) MAcsACimii . 
Ckairwm, 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVJ 



Buker, Charles Campbell Macklin, awl » 
kins, Bak(!r & Co.), Solicilore, 2, Si. ^ 



Frederick AVilliam 
Dick Stoneham (JenkinSi 

House, Cornhill, bv mutual consent as' regards S, P. 
from April 1. The business of the fi m of Jenkins, IJak^ 
will be oariied on as heretofore by F. W. Baker and C C. Mjei 
134, Fenchurch Street. The business of the Said S. D. Stonebi^ 
be carried on by him at 2, St. jMichael's House. ^ 

/-Arthur William Hurrell and Charles Richard Mayo (ll"J 
Mayo), Solicitors, 33, Conihill, by mutual consent as from MotI 

Nicholas Were and Herbert Innes Fripp (Were & Frii)p),M« 
Plymouth, by mutual consent as from March 2o. ^ 

Thomas Whittington and Alfre<l Barker (ANTiidinglon, fl 
Barker), Solicitors, 3, Bishopsgate Street Without, by iiiuHial« 
as from A])ril 2. 



APPOINTMENT. 
April 9. The Queen has been pleased to give directioBi ^ 
appointment of William Herbert Greaves, Eeq., ^ili?^ 
General), to bo Aitoruey^Generalior the bland of Btiliaw 
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EASTER SITTINGS, 1896. 



BOTA OF BEGISTBABS IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUING WEEK. 



DATS. 



Appeal 
COCRT 11. 



Apr. 27 I Mr. Pugh 

l^»lV ». 28 „ Beal 

|VediK8diy „ 29 .. Pngh 

I Itandty „ 30 ,. Beal 

jbii^J* May 1 ; .. Pugh 

'sitaidiy „ 2 „ Beal 



Mr. Jcstzci 
Chitty. 



Mr. L«ftch 

Godfrey 

Leach 

flodfrey 

Leach 

Godfrey 



Mr. Jubtick 
North. 



Mr. Clowes 
„ JackflOD 
„ Clowes 
M Jackson 
„ Clowes 
„ Jackson 



Mr. Jn9T:cni 
Stirlino. 



Mr. Lavie 
,, Canington 
„ Uvie 
„ CarringtoD 
,. Lavie 
„ Carrington 



Mr. JrsTicx 
Kekkwioh. 



Mr. Farmer 
„ Rolt 
u Fftnner 
M Rolt 
„ Farmer 
.. Rolt 



Mr. Jcsticb 

BOMXR. 



Datb. 



Mr. Pemberton 
„ WaM 
„ Pemberton 
„ Waitl 
,f Pemberton 
„ Ward 



Monday, Apr. 27 

Tuesday „ 28 

Wednesday „ 29 

I Thursday ,. 30 

Friday, May 1 

I Saturday ,, 2 



*•* Th€ Whittun Vacation will comnunce on Satui'day, the 23rd day qf May, and terminate on Tuesday, the 26th day qf May, 1896. both days inclusive. 



In preparation. Third Edition, rem9ed to daU. Demy Svo , cloth. 



LEADING CASES IN MODERN EQUITY. 



Student of Trinity College, Dublin; ExMbi- 
\admaSy 1869; Author of BreWs Commeniariee 
Acts ; Author of Brett's Bankruptcy Ad, 1883 ; 



ralue to the profession. Mr. Brett has done all in his power 
aers by as lar as possible groupbig together the cases doling 
sets. Among the more important matters decided will be 
ud trustees, mortgages, partnerships, the relations between 
women's property, and the "religious education of children. 
)ly to the usefulness of the work."— Dai/y Chronide. 

)6t of the cases are stated is admirable, being clear, concise, 
9, we have no hesitation in saying that ^re is no better 
lich the student can learn the meet important decisions of 
I years." — The Jui-ist. 



7, FLEET STREET, E.G. 



[The Law Relating 

With an Appendix of Preoedents of Leases, 
LODB, Barrister-at-Law, of the Inner Tomplo, 
Bight." 

id results conspicuous enough to Justify the wrlling of 
)pears to have been written with the same learning an 

J useful." — Lavo Times, 

bich has been given recently to ^e building of flats in 

rial. 

tone for the publication of a legal work on this sut()ect. " 



.EET Street, E.G. 
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WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS' LIST. 



To beoabllshed In a ftw dajs. 

THOMSON'S PRINCIPLES OF EttUITT, AND EQUITY 

PRACTICE OF THE COUNTY COURT: for the use of Pi«aitianera in the 
Cfaaaoeij Dlytokn of the High Court and in the Conn^ Coort. With PreoedentB 
of Pleadinffi, AffldavitB, Jadgments, ftc By Amvekw Thomboit, B.A., LL.D., 
Barrlster-at^Law; formerly Lecturer and Reader on Equity to the Incorporated 
Law Society; and afterwards Profeasor of Equi^ to the Inna of Court. 

Crown 8T0., clotfa, It. 9d. 

THE LAW OF AEBITB ATION. Being the Arbitration Act, 
1889. With Notes of Statutes, Rules of Court, Forma and Gases, and an Index. 
9y W. OuTXAx Cbbwx, Solicitor, Ac, with Hcnoors, H. T. 18M. 
Now ready. Demy 8vo., doth, 12«. 9d, 

DEBENTURES.— The DebentureBand Debenture Stock of Trading 
and other Onnpanles. With Forms. By Edward Makboh, of the Middle Temple, 
Barristerat-Law, and late Schcdar of Brasenose College, Ozlbrd, Author of "The 
Law of Trading Companies," kc 

Second EditloD, Revised and Enlarged. Demy 8vo., dolh, ftt. 

FRAUD AND MISREPRESEHTATION.— A Short Treatise 

on the Law relating to Fraud and VisrepresentaticD. Br Stdkxt HAsrnvos, B.A., 
of the Inner Temple^ Earrister-at-Law, Author of **A Treatise oo the Law of 
Torts," fto., &c. 
"This is a very useftilUitle treatise. It Is weU snd dearly wilttan, and the cases 
axe hrooght well np to date."— Law Timet, 

Now ready. Demy 8to., TOO pages, doth, 96f . 

ENGLISH PATENT PRACTICE^-- With the Acta, Rnles, 

Forms and Precedents, and Notes of all the Recorded Cases, ninstrated'wlth 
Sketches. By H. Cuvtvohaio, M.A., Barrlstar-at-Law, late Royal E^ngineeis. 
Now ready. Crown 8to., doth, 10*. ed. 

coinmriES' work and mining law in new 

SOUTH WALES AND VICTORIA. A Treatise for the Ooidanoe of SoUdton, 
Dlreotora, Investon^ and others, ^y Alfkbd dk Lissa, Barrister -at -Law, 
^dn^, N.S.W. 

Bxg^SYO,, doth. 16«. 

SERVICE OUT OF THE JURISDICTION. By Francis 

Tatlor PiG<iOTT, M.A., LL.H., of the Middle Temple, Barrlster-at-Law ; late 
Legal Adviser to the Japanese Cabinet; Author of "Foreign JodgmeotSL" "Ex- 
territoriaU^," "Ptindplesof th•LawofTort^'' te. 



Small 4to., sewn, Sf. 

CHRONOLOGICAL TABLE OF PUBLIC GENERAL ACTS 

IN FORCE. 30 Hen. IlL (1238) to 67 & 88 Vict. 1884. Bj Paul amoDAn, 
of Lincoln's Inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
" Will be foond naeltal to the practitioner for nuny parpoBes."— low ^Mrtwijr 
Setfiew, 
" Very concise .... of use for stndy and reference."— Law Tima. 
" It will be found most nseftU by the profossion."-^Sb(icieort' Jmirnal. 
Now ready. Second Edition, royal 8vo. 1,100 pages, doth. SSs. 

THE PRINCIPLES OF RATING as appUed to Raaim, 
Docks, Tramways, Gas snd Water Works, Coal and other lOnei^ EleoBlc UgbOic 
Works, Manufoctories, and other Hereditaments. With a oomplste Digot at 
Csses, and all the important Statntas dealing with Local Rating. By Edwau 
BoTL% of the Inner Temple^ Barrlster-at-Law, and Q, HraPHUrs-DATiBb 
Fellow of the Sorveyors' Instttnte, fte. 

Demy 8vo., dolh, 8t. 

AN OUTLINE OF CRIMINAL LAW as regards Oflfenoea 
against Individuals. Primarily for Stndents. Qy Richard R. Cmmmmj, Bsnistv- 
at-Law. 

Crown 8V0. With Portrait Sr. 

BRAMWELLIAN A : or, Wit and Wisdom of Lord BramwelL By 
Edward Maksov, of the Middle Templ^ Barrl6ter.at-Law. 
Crown 8vo., doth, 8s. 9d. 
DOG LAW.— The Law relating to Dogs. By Edwabd Mansoh, of 
the Middle Tempk^ Barrlster-at-Law. 

Demy 8vo., doth, Ut. 6d. 

THE LAW OF THE. PRESS : A Digest of the Law eapecisllj 



AvDRRW Strahav, LL.B., of the Middle Temple and Midland Cixcdt, ftq^ 
BaiTist«r-at>Law. 

Rqyal 8va, doUi, aif . 

EXTERRITORIALTTT. The Law Eelatine to Consular Jnrii- 
diction, and to restdeuce In Oriental Countries. By F. T. Piooon, M.A., LLIL, 
Barrister-at-Law ; late Legal Adviser to the Japanese Cabinet This book ess- 
* tataia Special Ghapten oo the eflfect «f "ForeliEn Jurisdldloa'' c 
Natnra!lsatinn, Marriage^ Divoros, Bankruptcy, Companies Oontiacli^ to. 



A Catalogue of Modom Law Bodk$^ JuA itfuoA^ tend fne on appUeaHon. 
Lohdoh: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, Ldotkd, Law Pcbluhxbs, 27, Flekt Stbbit, E.0. 

MAY'S PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE. 

Tenth Edition. Boyal Bvo., cloth, 46«. Half-calf, 50s. 

A TREATISE ON THE UW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARLIAMENT. 

BT Snt THOMAS ERSEINE MAT, K.O.B.. D.OX., 

CUrh of (he Houee qf CSraimons, and BenOusr of the Middle Temple. 
TENTH EDITION. 
BOOKS I. and II. Edited by Sir Ebgikald P. D. Palgrave, K.C.B., Clerk of the Hoiue of Commons. 
BOOK III. Edited by Alfred Bonham-Carter, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, a Member of the Court 
of Referees of rrivate Bills (House of Commons). 

•' The present form of the treatise Is Sir Reginald Palgrave's own ; it is a monument of his laboar and of his skill, and will le as nseftal to stodents in tiis Brittob* 
American, and Colonial Universities ns to members of all Fknisments in the British Fmpire."~7%« Athena um, 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LiMmo, Law Publishxrs, 27, Fleet Street, E.a 
KOW READY. Boyal ISmo, oloth, ISs. 0d. 

THE LONDON BUILDING ACT, 1894. , 

With Notes and Gross Beferenoes and aa Appendix containing snch existing Statutes (indnding the Pnhlio Health (London) Act, 1891) ts 
ftill affect building operations within the Administratire County of London ; also the Bye-Laws, Begulations and Orders of the ^ 

London County Council and of the Commissioners of Bewen of the City of London. 

By W. BTTSSBLIi GBIFFITHSt IjL.B., ^ 

Cf the Inner Temple, XdOor of •< I%e Staiutee BegMlattng Lottion Building;* i 

AND 

FRANCIS W. PEMBEB, M.A., 

Of LimoMe /mi, Drafteman of the BUI a» originally introduced into the House cf Comment, 

*• A vwj complete and oseftil handbook to the snl^tct of boUdlng in xeftmce to > *' The edlton hare performed iheir task in an admirable way, and have pi«Jwid 
London."— Dke BvMder. what wiU pnrtMbly be the standaiti work for some years on the Londoo MUBg j 

"The notes are good, and the whole work will be of great use to lawyers whose Act."— Law rimet. 
h n f rin sm calls thi m to nnderstand the bnUdlng law for London."— Low Journal. 

London 



WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, LisiriED, Law PabllBhers, 27. Fleet Street, KO. 

Digitized by VjOOQIC 



April 25, 1896.] THE WEEKLY NOTES. 125 

Seventh Edition, Royal 8vo., cloth, 38a, 

ROBSON'S BANKRUPTCY. 

Cbntaining a full exposition of the Principles and Practice of the Law, including the Law under the Bankruptcy 
Ada, 1883 and 1890 ; the Bankruptcy (Discharge and Closure) Act, 1887 ; the Debtors Act, 1869 ; the Bills of Sale 
Acts, 1878 and 1882 ; Section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875 ; also the Law relating to Private Arrangements with 
Creditors, and the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887. With an Appendix comprising the Statutes, Rules, Orders and 
Forms, including Forms of Statutory Compositions and Schemes, <&c. 

BY 

GEORGE YOUNG ROBSON, Esq., 

Barrister-at-Law. 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 



*In tpiid of riyals, Bofnon^a Law and Praetioe in Bankruptcu—^ji excellent treatiae, we always thought-^naintains its position in legal 
ftoataie. It has now entered Its seventh edition. The sixth edition was published before the Act of 1887, and consequently that Aot and 
Act of 1890 have had to be dealt with. The chapter on Bills of Sale is now put at the end of the yolame. Beyond this there 
BO ehonges. The jodicial decisionB of recent years are daly noted, and Bobson on Bankruptcy remains an efficient and up-to-date 
iBS^booL"— lato Timei. 

"This standard work on bankruptcy has reached another edition, the author wisely considering that in consequence of the many important 
^1 recently decided and the issue of the new rules, a new edition was desirable. We complimeut the learned author on the wisdom of 
tQi&f his work well up to date. Of this edition we ma^ fairly say, as of others, no practitioner with bankruptcy work should be without 
h, tad SB kog as the author punraes the wise course of issung fresh editions well up to date, we shall be able to accord future editions the 
-piiae."— Xois-NWss. 

Londoh: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited^ Law Publishebs, 27, Fleet Stbset, E.O. 



SECOND EDITION. Now Beady. Boyal 8yo. Over 1000 pagres. Cloth. 25s. Cash Priee, 20s. 



THE PRINCIPLES OF RATING 

WITH 

COMPLETE DIGEST OF CASES. 



Of the hxaat Temple, and of the Sonth-Eaetem Cuooit, Bairister-At-Law; 

AHD 

O. B[UllIPB[RX2XS-I>JLiriE:S, 

V^Dnr of the Bnrreyon^ InstitntioD, an Arbitrator under Appointment of the Board of Trade, Member of the Institute of Mining 

Engineers, and an Associate of the Tramways institute. 

. ]^^<nk has been greatly enlarged and entirely re-written. It oomprises an ezhanstire examination of the rery intricate Law of Bating 
mf P*ii><^plee upon which it is based. 

^^•Theoiy of Annual Value is discassed in great detail, and its application to all classes of Property oaiefnlly examined, illustrated, and 
^Jjnd in counection with all the recent importiuit decisions. 

^ mious Methods of Yaluation of hxge Commercial Undertakings and Public Works, and the principles on which they rest, aie 
«Md ; partieularly with reference to the Bating of Bailways, Gas and Water Works, Docks, Mills, and Manufacturing Property generally, 
^.ttige ^soe is devoted to the procedure in connection with the makmg of Valuation Lists and Bates, and upon Appeals connected 



Jtbs Bsteiial portiona of all the important Statutes dealing with Local Bating, from the Aot of Elisabeth to the present time, hare 
■"Jjoted. 

TbsDignl has been oarefUly reyised and brought up to date, and now oontains upwards of 1500 cases, and comprises a suonnetand most 
■Wfcwm^ of an the decisions. -o r 

/>« Work is written in a clear and practical style ; it wiU be found oonmlete in oTery respect, and a most usefol assistant not only to lh» 
Wiwfcrton, but to the public generally. 

Iondoh: WILIilAM CLOWES A SONS, Limitkd, Law Publishibs, 27, Flest Strset, KO. 
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The Incorporated CoMcil of Law Reportliig for E DglaM ami l! 

THE QUINQUENNIAL DIGEST, 1891-5. 

GBATIS TO 8UBSCBIBEBS TO THE LAW BEP0BT3 FOB 1896, 
But only to those who pay the Subscription during the current year. 
The aboTB will Bhortlj be ready. Thoee SubeoribeiB who desire to have it bound axe requested to iniinatott 
wish to the Publishers at the earliest opportanity, that no delay may oocur in its deUyeiy. 
The cost of binding according to the office pattern will be as under : — 

HALF CALF - - 4s. 0<L | CALF - - 5s. Od. 

WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Limited, Printers and Publishers to the Ooi 

S7, FIiEET STREET, IX>NJ>ON, E.C. 



NOW BEADT. Fourth Edition, with Portrait* Crown Svo^ oloth. 7s. Sd. 

THE HIST0B7 OF THE ENGLISH PABLUMENf 

Its Qpowth and Development through a Thousand Years {800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Authorof **ThemstofyofiheEaglidiGonftfiM 

TranskUed by Tiofeeaor A. H. KEANE, B.A., F.B.GA 

^ Engliah zeaden will oertainly welcome a history of the English Parliament by the greatest liying authority on the 
Athenxum, 

*' It oompletes the yast sorrey of our English institations ... to which so great a portion of Dr. Gneist's labazions fife 
devoted."— Ai% jYewt. 

Londoh: WILLIAM OLD WES Ss BOSS, Ldoted, Law Pubushsbs, 27, Flxbt Stbebt, B.C. 



CHEAP EDITION. Demy Svo., oloth. lOs. 

THE HISTOBY OF THE ENGLISH GONSTITUTIQI 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Professor of Law in the UniyandtyitfBerliB. 

Trandaied hy PHILIP A. ASHWORTH, of the Inner Tmple, Eeq^ Barrieter'ai^Late. 

** No foreigner has done more than Professor Gneist to examine and make clear the history and natore of the English Coostitiitsi 
He discusses such vital questions as, Whither are we drifting ? How far do recent changes in the franchise accord with the whote \ 
the constitution ? What is in store for us with democracy supreme ? On such questions as these the opinion of a foreigner who is • 
but no bookworm, and who has sedulously studied our institutions, is certainly much more weighty than that of most Englishisa. 
this time these volumes are especially instructive. They cast lij^ht on almost alt the great questions of current politics.'* — Tinuf. 

♦*♦ Library Edition^ 2 vois., 8vo,, 328. 
London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Pdblisheus, 27, Fleet Stbeet, E.O. 



BoytU 8vo., cloth, Ss. 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUT) 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giving a General {Summary of the Act and a copious ond useful Index, both to the Sections of the Act and the different 
of the synopsis, with the Form? used and instnictions as to the Duty. To which is also added the Finance Act, 1894, and s ^ 
piorms used in the pa}ment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

(Of the Legacy Duty Office^ Somerset House), 

AUTHOR OP the "TABLE OP THE ENGLISH DEATH DUTIES,'* "A SHORT INDEX,** ETC., ETC. 

** Will be foaod Q«efal In mAS'erlng tbe Intricacies of the rac sirp."— TVu/A. I *< A very service&ble comMknlon to those whose daty It is to aasler s dli^ 

*' Presents .... sperlal Inst nctloos as to tbe new duty."— Daily TeUffraph. \ parliament. '—Law Journal. 

London : WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, Limitbd, Law Pubushebs, 27, Fleet Street, EX. 
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HOUSE OF LORD S.— Session 1896.— No. 3. 



Listy as far as possible, of effective Causes only. 



CAUSES STANDING FOR HEARING. 

Set dovn— 1895 (Secokd Semiom). 

^ . 1 Lord Hcrscholl. 

Cnue ff. Midland Goal, Coke, and Iron) (Sat Speaker.) 

Cofflpany, Limited, and Othenf England.< Lord Watson. 

(In part heard) . , .) JLoidShand. 

(Lord Dayey. 
Holbert and Crowe r. Cathcart , , . . , England. 



Set down— Session 1896. 
djdenkle Bank, Limited, and Another v. J. and G. Paton 
Mayor, 4c., of Tnnbridgo Wells v. Baird and Others 

iMsiment Committee of West Ham Union v. Justices of I 
£nex and London County (yonncil . • • ./ 

M Rnsiell v. Conntess Russell (Cross Appeal) 

SiloBoo (pauper) r. A. Salomon and Company, Limited) 
(Original and Cross Appeals) / 

Saifer V. Great Western Railway Company . 

CaBttderand Trossachs Hydropathic Company, Limited,) 
ttd Others r. Marshall ..•.../ 

"^eit and (Hhersv.Dayid Ireland and Son . 

iRiir and Others r. Assets Company, Limited . . 

Ihekenzie and Others v, Duke of Devonshire and Others 

Pmd Another v. North Metropolitan Railway and) 
il Company . . . . , , ./ 
Vogan and Company • • • • • 
and Another v. Ebbetts and Another 

CAUSES WAITING FOR JUDGMENT. 



Scotland. 
England. 

England. 
England- 
England. 
England. 
Scotland. 

Scotland. 
Scotland. 
Scotland. 

England. 

England, 
England. 



^«Wfield V. Earl of Londesborough. 



^Lord Chancellor. 
Lord Watson. 
Lord Maonaghten. 
Lord Morris. 
LordShand. 
JLord Davey. 



Allen r. Flood and Another 



'Lord ChanoeUor. 
Lord Watson. 
Lord Herschell. 
Lord Maonaghten. 
Lord Morris. 
Lord Shand. 
Lord Dayey. 

I Lord Chancellor. 
Lord Herschell. 
Lord Maonaghten. 
Lord Shand. 
^Lord Herschell. 
(Sat Speaker.) 



Deeley, and Others v. Perkes (Heard for Appel- 
lants) 



Cory Brothers and Co.^ Limited v. The Turkish 
Steamship "Mecca" . • • . 



Guardians of the Poor of West IHam Union v. 



Lord Macnaghten. 
Lord Monis. 
,Lord Shand. 
Lord Chancellor. 
Lord Hendiell. 
Lofd Maonaghten. 
Lord Morris. 
Lord Shand. 

Lord Chancellor. 



fc 



Churchwardens, &c., of St. Matthew, Bcthnal \w^^ Herschell 

^^^^ • /Lord Macnaghten. 

Iliord Morris. 



Mayor, &c., of Manchester v. McAdam 



Grainger and Son v. Gough 



Welt^n V, Saffery 



/Lord Herschell 

f (Sat Speaker.) 

I Lord Watson. 
.{ Lord Maonaghten. 

I Lord Morris. 

I Ijoid Shand. 

\Lord Dayey. 

/Lord Cluincellor. 

I Lord Watson. 

J Lord Herschell. 
* V Lord Maonaghten. 

I Lord Morris. 

I Lord Davey, 



CLAIMS OF PEERAGE DEPENDING. 
Marohmont Peerage. 
Gray Peerage. 



COURT OF APPEAL AND HIGH COUET OF JTJSTIOE— CHANCERY DIVISION. 



EASTER SITTINGS, 1896. 



^ 




EOTA OF EEGISTRABS IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUING WEEK. 






DATS. 


Appeai. 

COUBT U. 

Mr. Latch 


Mr. Jusnca 
Chitit. 

Mr. Bolt 


Mr. Jusnca Mr. Jusnca 
North. Shruko. 


Mr. JoemcR 
Mr. Ward 


Mr. Jubtxcr 

BOHRR. 


DATS. 


«^y. M«y 




Mr. Garrtogton 


Mr.'Beal 


Mr. Jackson 


Monday. 


May 4 


::r: 




„ Godfirey 


„ Farmer 


.. Lavto 


„ Pngb 


1, PemMrton 


„ Clowes 


Tuesday 


»» o 




M LMCh 


„ Bolt 


„ Carrlngton 


.. Beal 


„ Ward 


„ JadDBoo 


Wednesday 


»t • 




M Godfrey 


„ Farmer 


., Layle 


» Pngh 


M Femberton 


„'<aoweB 


Thursday 


tf • 






„ Leach 


,. Boh 


' „ Carrington 


» Beal 


,. Ward 


,. Jackson 


Friday 


•» ^ 




.. Oodft^ 


„ Farmer 


„ Lavle 


» Pngk 


„ Pemberton 


„ Clowes 


Satmday 


tt • 



V ne Wkitnin VOMtion vOl eommenc9 on Saturday, the 2ard day qf May, and tcnninaU on Tiutday, (he Mth day qfMay, 1896, both dayt indutive. 
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LIST OF BUSINESS 
FOR THE JUDICIAL COMMITTEE OF THE PEIVY COUNCIL. 



MAY, 1896. 



{The Sittingi wQl eommence at half-peut ten a,m., on Wednttday, the ^h May, 1896.) 



INDIAN APPEAI5. 



CAuse. 



I 



AVhenoe. 



Nitrpal Singh . . . 

Jai Singh Pal . . . 
Mahabir Pemhad Singh and 
Another .... 



V, 

Adhikari Koer and Another 
Nawab Mina All Kadar 

V, 

Indar Panhad and Another 
Orenon and Others . . 

V, 

Lnchmeenarain Augur- 
wallah and Another . 



Reoord received. 



N. W. P., Bengal 
Bengal . . . 

Ondh . . . 
Bengal . . . 



Sei down for 
Hearing. 



Sntject. 



25 Apr. 18&2 15 Feb. 189C 



25 June 19M 



I 



15 April 1896 



I 



13 Sept. 1895 18 April 1890 



Whether an estate is im- 
partible by family cus- 
tom of inheritaaoe or not 

Whether a Suit was barred 
by acceptance of a family 
settlement or by long 
adrerse possession. 

Bona fides of a mortgage 



11 Mar. 1895 



I 



Alleged breach of contract. 

; Were Appellants entitled 

to fix the place of de- 

lirery? Indian Contract 

Act— Measure of damages. 



SoUcitare. 



De 



, ' White k 
Buriattc. 
I ExjmtU. 
! J. P. Watkina. 



T.L. Wilson ft Ca 
T.L. Wilson ft Ca 

J. F. WatkifiB. 
Wrentmore ft 

Swinhoe. 
J. F. Watkins. 



COLONIAL APPEALS. 



Remfry 



The Surveyor-General ofl 
Natal ) 

William Howard Smith & 
Sons, Limited . . . . t 

Wilson .•.-..* 



'N\'henoe. 



Natal 



Victoria 



Johnson | Lagos 

V. 

Yoight and Company • 



Record received. 



Set down for 
Hearing. 



Sii1\)ect* 



I 



SoUcitofB. 



16 Apr. 1895 I 5 Mar. 1896 



I 



18 Nov. 1895 I 7 Mar. 1896 



22 Dec. 1894 27 Apr. 1896 



The Commissioner for Rail- 
ways • . • • • 



O'Rourke and Another . . 
(Appeal and Onus-Appeal 
contoUdated,) 



New South WftloB . I 13 Aug. 1895 2 May 1896 



Right of Government to 
abstract water from a 
watercourse on Appel- 
lant's land. 

Destruction of wreck by 
a port officer. Alleged 
liability of Appellants 
for expenses under the 
Marine Act, 1890, Sec 
13 — "Owners" — "Re- 
moval." 

Appeal against the terms 
of an Order giving the 
Appellant leave to ap- 
peal to the Supremo 
Court 

Whether the Supreme 
Court rightly ordered a 
review of certain items 
in a bill of oosts, and 
refused a review of 
others. 



A. . 


Atkinson ft Dtm- 


A, . 

i 


ser. 

Henry D. Kimber 
ft Co. 

Harwood ft Ste- 
phenson. 


R. . 


Freshfields ft Wil- 
liams. 


^. 


T.L.Wa8on&Co. 


__ 


EzparU. 


A. . 


Toung, Jonca ft Ca 


B. . 


O. M. Light 



SPECIAL BEFEBENCE. 



Sntject 


PetitloDS Lodged. 


SoUdton. 


Petitions of The Meroers' Company and of The Governing Body of 
St Paul's School, London, against a Scheme framed by the Charity 
Commissioners in relation to St Paul's School under the Endowed 
Schools Acts. 


29 Nov. 1894 ... . 


Pet 
Opp, 


Freshfieldfl & Williams. 
Farrer ft; Co. 
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JUDGMENTS. 



Gaoae. 



Fielding and Otiiors. , . 

V. 

Thomas 

{Heard 26 July 1895. 
FreaeiU: The Lord 
ChaikoeUor, Lords 
HervsheO^ Wataon, 
Ma&naghien, Morris^ 
and JJavetfy and Sir 
Biekard CScweft.) 

The Attorney-General of. 
Oatario I 

V, I 

The Attorney-General of 
the Bomimon of Canada 
and the Distillon' and 
Biewers* Association of 

Ontario ' 

(Heard 7 Auguti 1895. 
Present: The Lord 
CkaneeUor, Lords 
HereeheiU, Waison, 
and Daveu^ and Sir 
Riekard doueh.) 
Hum Bhnsan Mookeiji . | 

Upendra LaI Mookeiji andi 

Others I 

(Heard 13 November 
1895. Present: Lords 
Hcbhouse^ Maenagh- 
(aii, and Morris, and 
Sir Bichard Couch,) 
Morris (Official Liquidator 
of the Bonang Gold Min- 
ing Company, Limited) . 

Bkown , 

(Heard 15 Novemher 
1895. Present: Lords 
Hidbkousey Macnagh- 
ten^ and Morris^ and 
Sir Bieftard Couch,) 
1^ Mahammad Mumtaz 
AliKhan .... 



fiieorattanjir and Another . 
(Heard 26 Feb, 1896. 
Present : Lords 

Watsonj Hobhousej 
and Davevy and Sir 
Richard Coudh.) 
Attorney-General for New 
Soath Wales . . . . 

V. 

Bennie 

(Heard 8 Ifarc^ 1*896. 
Present : Lords 

Watson, Hobhouscj 
and Davey, and Sir 
Siehard Couch.) 
& O. Muthnswami Muda-' 
liyar and Others . . . 

_ V, 

Bunambedu Mnthukuma- 
niswami Mndaliyar . . , 
{Heard 19 Jfarc^ 1896. 
Present : Lords 

Watson, Hothouse, 
and Dazey, and Sir 
Jiifhard Coneh.) 



Whence. 



Nova Scotia . 



Supreme Court of 
Canada. 



Bengal 



Beoord received. 



26 Sept. 1894 



18 May 1895 



8 July 1893 



Set down for 
Hearing. 



2 Mar. 1895 



2 July 1895 



17 Oct. 1895 



New South Wales 



Oudh 



New Soutli Wales 



Madras 



18 Doc. 1894 



5 Mar. 1894 



Snljject 



8 Juno 1895 



5 Feb. 1896 



2 Nov. 1895 22 Jan. 1896 



2 April 1895 



23 Oct. 1895 



Legality of the arrest and 
oommittal to gaol of the 
Respondent, by order of 
the House of A^mbly of 
Nova Scotia,for contempt 
alleged to have been com- 
mitted by him in the face 
of the House, he being 
one of its members. 

Power of the Provincial 
Legislatures to make Pro- 
hibitory Liquor Laws. 



Whether authority was 

fiven by a husband to 
is wife to adopt a son — 
Genuineness ox an Anu- 
mati Patra — ^Limitation. 



Liability of the Respondent 
to bo placed on the List 
of Contributories in the 
winding-up of the Bonang 
Company. Definition of 
''contract " in section 57 
of the New South Wales 
Companies Act, 87 Vict 
No. 19. 

Claim by Appellant to pos- 
session of a village — 
Validity of a Decree of 
the Settlement Court 
under which the Re- 
spondents claim sub-pro- 
prietary rights. 



Payment of members of 
the Legislative Assembly 
—Whether the Parlia- 
mentary Representatives' 
Allowance Act, 1889, is 
a permanent or a tem- 
porary Act, 



Heirship as between cer- 
tain Bandhus — Mitak- 
shara Law. 



8(dicito(3. 



A. 



B, 



Hill, Son & Ridk- 

ards. 
Paines, Blyth & 

Huxtablo. 



Freshfields A Wil- 



A, 
B, 

A. 
B, 



Bompas, Bischoif, 
Dodgson & Co. 

Linklater, Hack- 
wood, Addison & 
Brown. 



Barrow & Rogers.^ 
T. L. Wilson & Co 



Lumloy & Lumley. 
Ex parte, 

T. L. Wilson & Co. 
Walker & Rowe. 



Bell, Brodrick ft 
Gray. 

G. M. Light. 



Pemberton, Garth 
& Cope. 

Lawford, Water- 
house & Law- 
ford. 



Digitized .by 



Google 



130 



THE WEEKLY NOTES. 



[May 2, 1896. 



Caiue. 



A Bcnefiood Clerk 



Lee 



Whence. 



(Heard 25 March, 1896. 
Present: The Lord 
ChaneeUor^ Lords 
Watson, Hobhouse, and 
JDavey, Sir Richard 
Couch and Sir Francis 
Jeune,) 



Consiatory Court of 
the Diocese of 
London. 



Eeoord received. 



Set down for 
Hetrlng. 



23 Jan. 1896 



Sobjed. 



Sdldbn. 



Jurifldietion of the Con- A. . W. OarpeBter ft 

flistory Court under the I , Soda. 

Clergy Discipline Act, JL . Honawntii k Ga 
1892. I 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 



EASTER SITTINGS, 1896. 
MoNDAT, Mat 4th. 



520 Blomv. DoHart slander. 
1253 Robinson v. Whitehead A anr. contraot. 



LONDON SPBCLiL JUBY ACTIONS. 

The following Actions will be in the List for Trial on Monday, May 4ih. 

1406 Pngh V. L. B. ft S. B. By. Co. policy. 



LONDON COMMON JUBY. 



The following Actions will bo in the List for Trial on Thursday, May 7th. 1 
1302 Willis V, Miller stockjobber's account. | 1471 Bestell v. Pouard money received. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
OHANOEBY DIVISION. 



TRANSFER OF ACTION 



OBDEB OP COUBT. 

Monday, tJie ^th day of April, 1896. 

I, HASDnroB Stanlkt, Babon Halsbubt, Lord High Chan- 
cellor of Great Britain, Do hereby Order that the Action 
mentioned in the Schedule hereto shall be transferred to the 
Honourable Mr. Justice Yaughah Williams. 

SCHEDULE, 

Mr. Justice Kbkbwich (1896— B.— No. 690). 

Hannah Bland (widow) and Another v. Walter W. Smith and 
Gumpany, Limited. 

UAL8BUBY, C. 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIP DISSOLVED. 



INNS OF COURT. 



CALLS TO THE BAB. 



EASTER TERM, 1896. 



The under-mentioned gentlemen haye been called to the Bar lif I 
under-mentioned Honourable Societies : — 



LINCOLN'S INN. 

Richard Bacon ; Bichard Eaikhusroo Sorabji, Balliol ColL,Oxfi» 
Thomas Arthur Gilbert; Hector Archibald Josephs, LL.B.,Trai 
Hall, Cambridge, and LL.B., London UniTemty ; Gerald Cli 
Maberly» BJi., LL.B., Clare Coll., Cambridge: Thomas Hq^ 
Jackson, Balliol Coll., Oxford; John Frederick Badger Mooj 
Exeter Coll., Oxford ; Syed Ali Ausat, Allahabad UniTerrityi Im 
Mahomed Alii Jiimah (admitted as Mahomedalli Jinnahbhaiji 

INNEB TEMPLE. 



Edmund Bi^ej, EA^ 
Blenkinsop Hartley, BJU Oitfi 



^ Edward William Garnett and Ernest Harrison (Gamett & Har- 
rison), Solicitors, Savoy Mansions, the Bayoy, Strand, by mutual 
consent as from March 25. 



JumcB George Scott, CLE.; Archibald 
j Oxford ; Mostafa Hosain ; James 

brid^; Marston Frank Buszard, B.A., Cambridge; George Fi 
Gordon Dill ; Dhunjeeeha Dorabjee ; John Llewelyn Dans " 
B. A., Cambridge ; Edward Carey, Victoria University, Mam 
Ronald Shcrmn Holden Stuart Rao Colt, B.A., Oxford: 
Bucknall Betterton, B.A, Oxford; John Alexander Backaill, 
Oxford; George Fitz-Hardinffe Berkeley, B.A., Oxfoni; t 
Cayander, B. A., Cambridge ; Arthur Middlemore Bartleet, B.A^ LLA 



Digitized by 



Google 



May 2, 1896.] 



THE WEEKLY NOTES. 



131 



Qunbridge; Frederick ITMallan, B.A., LL.B., Cambridge; Hugo 
Thoidoro MarahaU, London XJniyeraity; Roland Alexis Brown; the 
Hon. B^;inald William Coyentry, B.A., Oxford; Sheikh Mohammed 
Usof Hmain Khan ; and Herbert Kortright M'Donnell Sisnett. 

MIDDLE TEMPLE. 

Sbira Shamfcar Singh; Gcor;!:e Henry Dorrell; Frederick Joseph 
Waldo, medioal officer of health Middle and Inner Temple, and 
8t Geotge'a, Sonthwark, M.A., M.D., St. John's College, Cambridge, 
1LB.C.S. 'Eng^ D.P.H. R. College of Physicians and Surgeons; 
WiQiam Holland Lupton, BA. (honours). King's College, Cambridge, 
GuDpbell Foster prizeman. Middle Temple; Raymond Thomas 
Uiford ; William Murray Leslie, M.D. ; Francis Joseph Connolly ; 



Dayid Milne Watson, Balliol College, Oxford, M.A., LL.B^ Edin- 
burgh University ; NaiChewn; James William Murison, B.A^LL.B., 
late scholar of Trinity Hall, Cambridge ; Frederick Oeorge (Hrdinor, 
B.A., Keble College, Oxford, second-class honour School of Juris- 
prudence; Sirdar Man Singh; Joecph Herbert Cunliffe; Sidney 
Reginald Dyer, M.D., University of Brussels, M.R.C.S. England, 
L.R.C.P. Ix)ndon, D.P.H. English Conjoint Board; Joseph Henry 
Samuel William Newton ; William Senior, B. A., Cambridge University. 

GRAY'S INN. 

Alfred Henry Lawrence [French, M.A., Merton College, Oxford ; 
Thomas Hynea, LL.B. London University; and Duni Ghand, of 
Calcutta and Punjab UniversitieB. 



JUST FtJBIiISHED. Demy 8vo., doth, lOs. 6cL 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 

(THE LAW RELATING TO). 

OOMFBISINa 

THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACTS, 1875 TO 1893, AS AMENDED BY THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT, 1895. 
TtgHitr with an Appendix, eontmning Model Rtdet, and the Forms appended to the Treasvry Begidaiiom, 1896. 

By F. BADEN FULLER, B.A. (Oxon.), 

Of the Inner Temple, Banister-at-Law. 
London : WILLIAM CLOWES 4 SONS, Lnann), Law Publishbes, 27, Flkbt Strkbt, E.O. 

In preparation, TMrd Edition, revised to date. Demy Svo, eUih, 

LEADING CASES IN MODERN EQUITY. 

By THOMAS BRETT, 

OfOie Middle Temj^ Barrister-at-Law, LL.B.; London UniverHty, B.A.; laU Scholar and Student of Trinity CdUege^ BMin; EskSbi^ 
turner in Beat Property and Equity; Holder of the First UeHifloate of Honour, Michaelmas, 1869; Author of Brett^s Commentaries 
on (he Present Laws of England; Joint Author of Gierke and Bretfs Conveyanoing Acts; Author of BretCs Bankruptcy Act, 1883; 
OMd Leetwer in Equity to the Ineorporated Law Society. 



OPINIONS OF THE FBESa 



*« SpecUty recommnnded as a text-book for * The Final/ **S(Aiciion* JcurfuO. ] 

" D a m i w hli^ piaiae fat tbe care and Judgment evinced In its execution. lAx. 
"'^ "- '-^ vnmn to be ooploos and complete."— Law Timet, l 

We baw laid Mr. Bntf s book down with none but fitvonrable and pleasurable ' 
tapat tbe ezceDeot manner tn which he has aooompllshed his task. It is of the 
"•mr ftnt Importanoe both to the student and the practitioner to have the principles , 
■f Jh f^y ooUecled in a handy form, and this want Mr. Brett has supplied. The 
aalBs to the cases are admirable in manner and indd in language ; and no little 
9*0 is^ to have been bestowed in the anangement of the cases themselves."— j 



'* Must prove of immense value to the profession. Mr. Brett has done all in his power 
to help students and practitioners by as flir as possible grooptaig together the esses dealing 
with the same classes of suttJects. Among the more important matters decided will be 
found cases relating to trusts and trustees, mortgages, partnerships, the relatkns between 
Golldtors and clients, married women's property, and the. religious education of children* 
A good index adds oonsldentbly to the usefblness of the work."— IHiily Cknmide. 

" The manner In which most of the cases are stated is admlnble, befaig clear, concise, 
and well expressed. As it is, we have no hesttation fai saytaig that there is no better 
book, or one so good, from which the student can learn the most important decisions of 
oooits of equity during leoent years."- 2%« Jaritt. 



Lohdok: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Publishkbs, 27, FLEET STBEBT, E.O. 



Demy 870., cloth, 10«. 6d. 

TENEMENT HOUSES & FLATS (The Law Relating 

to) lor Besidential or BueineBS purposes, including the Taxation and Bating thereof. With an Appendix of Plrecedents of LeaseB, 

Fonns, and a Digest of Cases relating to the Inhabited House Duty. By Walter Clodv, Barriater-at-Law, of the Inner Temple, 

Associate of the Surveyors' Institution, Author of ** The Law and Practice of Petitions of Bight." 

The growing habit of baildhig monstiims booses, principally accessible only by means of ims, hss already had results oansptoaoas enough to JostUjr the writfaig of a 
'-*' ortbe ii^ rights and re^pcnslbllities of persons who have to deal with them. . . . The whole volmne appears to hare been written with the same learning and 

. wUch charatUrrlze his former book about * petitions of light' "Saturday Review. 
The great Increase In recent yrara in the number of residential flats . . . renders this book likely to bo extremely naefhl."— £ato Timet. 

lUs is an tntereeting sul^ upon which Mr. Clode has written an interesting book. . . . The impulse whkfa has been given recently to the buUding of flats In 
■ sad ebewhsra increases the value of Mr. Clode's book, which wUi be fbond accurate and practical."— Laio •Toumal. 
"lbs insease in the number of resideatial buildings known popularly as * flats^' makes the present time opp o Hii ae fbr the publication of a legal work on this ■ul^Ject." 



LOKDON 
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Georffe William Chapman 
Claude Alan Chilton 
Beginald Leigh Leigh Clare, B A. 
Ernest William Clegg 
Henry Edward Clegg 
Bichard Lawson Coad 
Beginald Edward WelleeleyCoUey 
Bernard AagnstoB Collins 
Beginald Herbert Cbok 
Priestley Cooper, Bji. 
Albert Ferrand Corley 
George Cosgrove 
Frank Morris Crisp 
Herbert Crockett 
Arthur Damian 
Francis William Daroh 
Bandall Bobert Henry Dayies 
William Stephen Davis 
Frederick William Davy, BA. 
Wallace Alfred Denyer 
G^rge Ernest Thompson Edalji 
Bichard William Picton Eyans 
Thomas Henry Boyston Evans 
John Hill Eyles 
Peroival Charles Fawcett 
John Johnson Till Ferens 
Edwin Field, B.A. 
Edmund Fitzgerald 
John Bobert Fletcher 
Bobert John Foskett 
Charles Frederick Foster 
Hubert Fox 

Percy Bichard Collins Free 
Frank French 
Henry Champion Full 
Claude Henry Furneaux 
John Glaisyer 
George ArUiur Godfrey 
Oswald Aloysius Goodier 
Bichard John Graveson 
Frederick Ernest Green 
Philip Henry Peter Griess, B.A, 
Sidney Stuart Guest 
Ernest Hadfield 
Charles John Ernest Hall 
Frederick WUliam Hall 
Charles Arthur Hallowes 
Joseph Arthur Hamnett 
Walter Ashworth Hampson 



Thomas Hand 

Henry Huband Harper 

Herbert Basil Harrison 

Balph Quixano Henriques 

WUliam Henry Hickson 

Frederick Hindle 

Ernest Leonard Hirsch, B,A, 

John Hirst 

Matthew Charles Hodgson 

John Holland 

Arthur Curtois Howard 

Henry Josiah Humm 

Alfred Ivor-Parry 

Henry Edward Alexander John- 
son 

John Eustace Jones 

William Bramwell Jones 

Henry Thomas Stephen Eemlo 

Herbert Kendrick 

Frederick Charles Eenward 

James Brown Killey, B.A . 

John Charles King 

Lloyd Caulfleld Kirby^Turaer, 
BU. 

Thomas Henry Larkin 

Frederick George Lazenby 

Edwin Alberv Lucas 

Andrew Macbeth 

Arthur Hallam MoDiarmid 

Alexander Gk>rdon McKenzie, B.A, 

Wilfrid Henry Madge 

Francis Malan 

Henry Walter Martin 

William Temple Martin 

Basil Septimus Matthews, BA. 

Cyril ColUngwood Maughan, B,A, 

William Lock Mellersh, B,A, 

Henry John Merrett 

Frederick Evelyn Metcalfe 

William Bupert Mole 

Alexander Morrison 

Alick CaviU Mutter 

Edwin Newey 

Henry Arthur Payne, B.A, 

Ernest William Pooock 

James Sumner PolUtt 

Frederick William Poole 

Henry Pomeroy 

John Walter Pridham 



William Milner Batdiff, B.A, 

John Beeves 

Peroival Blythe Bichardson 

William Henshaw Bichardson 

Gerald Arthur Bidley 

Geor^ Allan Yilleneuve Bussell 

Boberts 
William Lionel Lloyd Boberts 
Alfred Algernon Bobinson 
Bertram Langhome Bobinson 
John James Salisbury 
Bead Samble 
Edgar Christian Sanders 
Hubert Woodville Sewell, B.A, 
Henry Stephen Shaddock 
Howard Finlay Sharp 
Alfred Shaw 
Harold Beaumont Shepheard, 

Bji. 
Charles Octavius Sioh 
George Henry Slater 
Edwin Ernest Smith 
Frederick George Stenning, BJL, 



Thomas Joseph Stevens 
George Stockdale 
Christopher William Solly 
PhiUp Frank Tanner 
GUbert Cecil Tarr 
Percy Oliver Thomas 
Bobert Chance Thomas 
Thomas Gilbert Tbomtcm 
Charles William Todd 
Lionel Edmund Townioe, BA. 
Edward Scarlett Treheatne 
Edward GeoflE^y WmiaM 

Vaughan 
Thomas Vaughan 
John Joimings Vincent 
Walter Norman Wake 
FredericklStanley Brewer Walten 
John Warburton 
Frederick William WatsGO 
Bobert Mortimer Weston 
John Larden Williams, B,A, 
Charles Hastie Wincey 
Charles Ernest Wright, BX 



By Order of the Council, 

E. W. WlIiLIAJfBOH, 

Seerdarff. 
Law Societt's Hall, Chavokbt Lanb. 
80e^ April, 1896. 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 



Henry Bobert Tayler Alexander and Arthur Frederick Harrstt 
(Alexander ft Harratt), Solicitors, 27, Ely Place, Holbom. Aiml 18, 
by mutual consent. The said A. F. Harratt will carry on the bosiiiMi 
under the style of Alexander & Harratt at 27, Ely Place. 

William Twigge Ellis and David Griffith Dayies (Ellis & Davisi), 
Solicitors, Bethesda, by mutual consent as from April 30. 

Henry Edmund Franks and Albert Edward TimbreU (Fianto & 
Timbrell), Solicitors, 11, Pancras Lane. March 25, by mutual ooMeat 
The said H. E. Franks will in future carry on the bosiiiefl « 
11, Pancras Lane. 

Herbert Saxelby and Alfred Dickey Faulkner (Saxelby & FanlkaerV 
Solioitors, 7 and 8, Lronmonger Lane. April 19, 1895. 



In preparaUon, Third Edititmy rwUed to dote. Demy 8t»., <JUi€i, 

LEADING CASES IN MODERN EQUITY. 

By THOMAS BRETT, 

Of (he Middle Tcmpls, Barrieter-atrLavf, LL.B.; London Univernty, BA,; UUe Sduilar and Studeni of THnUu (kUegey DMin; fijWj- 
tioner in Seal Property and JBquity; Holder of the First CerHJieate of Honowr, Miehadmae, 1869; Author of BrMe Owwi«J«JJ< 
on the Preeent Law of England; Joint Author of Clarke and Bretfs Oonveyaneing AcU; Author of Brd^s Bankruptcy M 1«»' 
and Leotwrer in Equity to the Incorporated Law Society. 



OPINIONS OF THE FBESa 



" SpecUlly noommeDded as a text-book for * The Final/ "SalieUwi' Journal. 

"Deeerves high pralie for the care and Judgment evinoed In Iti ezecotlan. Mr. 
Brett's Index appears to be ooplons and oomplele. '— /4sw Timet. 

*• We have laid Mr. Bretf s book down with none but fitvoiuable and pleasniable 
feelinn at the excellent manner In which be has aooompUsbed his task. It Is of the 
▼erv lint Imnortanoe both to the student and the prsctltianer to have the principles 
of hqnitj collected In a handy form, and this want Mr. Brett has supplied. The 
Dstas to the oases are admirable tn manner and Indd In langoage ; and no little 
psins seam to have been bestowed In the anangement of the cases themselyes."— 
Ltm Maifotin; 



"Most prove of Immense value to the proftsslon. Mr. Bntt has done aU hi hli poM 
to help students and piactitioDerabyaslkr as possible gronptog *ogetherti»cii2»J5 
with the same classes of subjects. Among the more Impoitsnt mattors dedded wfliP 
found cases relating to trusts and trnsteee. mortgage^ partnerahlpa, the rdstky b«2 
sollciton and clients, mairled women's property, and the religious educatloQ d cMW" 
A good index adds considerably to the usefkUness of the work."— Xtofljf CftrpMcfa 

•i The manner in which most of the cases are stated is admlrsble» belog cksr, t rndm 
and well expressed. As It is, we have no hesitation fai siylng that then wy."^ 
book, or one so good, ftom which the stodant can tosni th« most importtfl iIilI" «• 
oourto of equi^ during recent yean."— 3^ ^uiii. 
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BIRBIIIG OF THE L AW REPORTS AHD WEE KY ROTES, 1895. 

WM. CLOWES AND SONS, Limited 
l^tintetn, 1Biniiet0, anD ]pufiIt0Det0 to l^t Council of Hato Reporting, 

Beg to inform Subscribers that they are prepared to bind last year's volumes according 
to the pattern adopted by the Council, with the utmost possible despatch, at the following scale 
of cbarges: 

THE LAW REPORTS— 7 Volumes. 

£ i. d. 

WHOLE OALP 1 13 8 

HALP Ditto 16 3 

CLOTH .. 16 9 

V Oou)HUi. SuBBOBiBKBS oan be supplied with Oases for Binding in the Office pattern at the following prices 

per case :— Calf, 4».; iHalf Calf, 3s.; 01oti^ la. 6d. 

THE CURRENT INDEX 

Mu; now the same size as " The Law Beports," oan no longer he hoond with The Weekly Notee. The following 
will be the price for Binding separately if desired :— Oalf, 4*. ; Half OaU; 3«. ; Cloth, 2«. 



£ *. d. 

6 

6 

3 

Hn iHHmd, the Lai Reports, Current Indei and Weekly Hotes for 1890 fill consist of Hine Tolomes, tIz. ; 

CHAHCSBT DIVISION— Vela. L and n. APPEAL OASES. | STATUTE& 

QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION— Vols. L and TL THE CURRENT INDEX. 

nOBATB DIVISION. WEEKLY NOTES— One Volume. 



WEEKLY 


NOTES. 


& e. d. 
WHOLE CALF 6 


Sotee of 
WHOLE CALP 


HALF Ditto 4 


HALP Ditto 


CLOTH 2 


CLOTH .. 



The following are required for Binding the Entire Series of the Law Reports for 1895:-^ 

DIVISION L— CHANCERY, Parts L to XIIL, I APPEAL OASES, Parts L to VL 
and the Index to VoL L, pnbUahed in June. ^^2 STATUTES, Parts L to V. 

V^N'S BENCH DIVISION, Ao., Parts L to m*,«. rrrRRirwT Twrnpv \r% Pinir WiHinnAi* 

nn., and the Index to VoL L (Q. B. D.), ^^^ CURRENT INDEX, in Pink Wrapper. 

pabliflhed in July. I THE WEEKLY NOTES, Numbers I. to LII. 

FIVE PER CENT. DISCOUNT FOR CASH. 

Jf A— 2Tl« above Terms apply only to hooks hound according toihenew paUem adopted hy Oe Cbtmcfl, whkh may he 
^atihe PubUsMng Office. An esstra charge wiO he made for any aUeraiionfrom the pattern. 

READING OASES for WEEKLY NOTES, price 4s. Gd. each. 
'William Clowes & Sons, Limited, undertake every description of Law Printing and Bindino;. 



WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Lnorm, 

Printen and PabliBheiB to the Ikoobforatsd Gottncil of Law BEPOBTnra vor Ehglanb ahd Walbb, 

27, FLEKT STitEET, E.a {Bi» doim East of Inner Temple Lane). 
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MAY'S PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE. 

Tenth Edition. Boyal Svo., doth, 45a. Half-ealf, 50a. | 

A TREATISE ON THE LAW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARLIAMEKl 

BT Snt THOMAS EBSKINE MAT, E.C.B., D.C.L., 

CZerk of the Hwm of Qmnum$, amd BewAer of (he Middle Temple. \ 

TENTH EDITION. j 

BOOKS L and II. Edited by Sir Beqikald F. D. Palgriye, K.O.B., Olerk of ike House of Commoim. 
BOOK III. Edited by Alfred Bonham-Cabter, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, a Member of theOi 
of Beferees of Ftiyate Bills (House of Commons). 

'•Thfl present form of the treAtbe is Sir Begfiuld PnOcraye's own ; it is a moonment of his Uboor and of his akUl* and will be aa mtUl to ainteti laOi ] 
American, and Colonial Universities as to members of all Paniaments in tlie British Empire."'!^ Atkemntm. 

LoimoK: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LmrrxD, Law FuBLiSHaBS, 37, Flsr Stbot, KO. 



NOW BEADY. Fonrth Edition, with Portrait. Crown Svo, oloth. 78. 6dL 

THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH PARLIAMENi 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years {800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Author of «< The History of the EngUdiGoDstito^ 

TranikUed ly Professor A. H. KEANE, B Jl., F.B.O& 



** Engliih readers will oertaiDly wdoome a hiiiory of the Engliih Parliament by the greatest llTisg an&ority on the 
Athenasum. 

*< It completea the vast Borrey of oar Engliah iiutitntioiui ... to which lo great a portion of Dr. Gneiat^s laborioni life bi 
devoted."— JDo«y ^'(M«. ' 

LoimoN: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limitsd, Law Pubushsss, 27, Fleet Stbxbt, E.0. 



CHEAP EDITION. Demy Svo., doth. IDs. 

THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH GONSTITUTIOI 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Professor of Law in the Uniyersitj of Berlin. 

Tnndaied 5y PHILIP A ASHWORTH, of the Inner Temple, Ag., BarHMter-ai-Lmo. 

** No foreigner has done moxo than Profesaor Gncist to examine and make clear the history and nature of the English OonititQifal 
He discusses such yital questions as, Whither are we drifting ? How far do recent changes in the franchise accord with the whole r^ 
the constitution ? What is in store for ns with democracy supreme ? On such questions as these the opinion of a foreigner who ii s 
but no bookworm, and who has sedulously studied our institutions, is certainly much more weighty than that of most EngliahmeB. 
this time these volumes are especially instructive. They cast light on almost all the great questions of onrrent politics."— ^zVirsb. 

\* Library JSditian, 2 vols^^ 8vo., 328. 
London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Publibhbbs, 27, Fleet Stbeet, KO. 



Boyal 8vo*9 clothe 68. 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUU 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giving a General Snmmary of the Act and a copious and useful Index, both to the Sections of the Act and the different bs 
of the B3mop8is, with the Forms used and instructions as to the Duty. To which is also added the Finance Act, 1894, and a M 
Forms used in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

(0/ the Legacy Duty Office^ Somerset House), 

AUTHOB or THE "TABLE OV THE ENGLISH DEATH DUTIES,*' "A SHORT INDEX,* ETC., ETC. 

' • Will be found n&eftil In nusterlng the Intricadea of the messore."— JVu/A. I "A very eervlceeble oompanioo to thoes whose duty It la to maiCr a <lfr^^ 

" Presents .... special In&tructloos as to the new duty."— /)aay TeUgrapK, \ parUament.*'— £aw Jmamal. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LmiTED, Law Pubushebs, 27, Fleet Btbbet, RC. 
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CIRCUITS OF. THE JUDGES. 



The following Judges will remain in Town :—TohLOCK B., Ohables J., during the who'e of the Circuits ; the other 

Judges till their respective Commission Dags, 

yOTICE,—la cases where no' note is appended to the names of the Circuit Towns both Civil and Criminal Business 
must be ready to bo taken on the nrst working day; in o^er cases tiie note appended to the name of the Circuit 
Town indicates the day before which Civil Business will not be taken. In the Case of Ciicuit Towns to which 
two Judges go there will be no alteration in the old practice. 



I ! 

If. EAStBBSf. 0.<CFORD. 



D^ 







MlDLAXD. 



S. Kastrrx. NoKTHSsy. I H<ncB. 

j 



wm$j. 

Orantham J, 



Matheu> J. 



Hantingdoii 



Cambridice 
Tues. June 2 



Cave J. 
Kennedy J. 



B.S. Edmunds 
Monday 8 \ 



Norwi'^b 

Monday 15 ' 



' Aylesbmy .. .. | 

{ IMfbnt I Cielnufoid ; 

i Sat. June 20 Mondiy 22 



I 

Nortlumiptoii ^ 
Wednes. 24 



LekMfetf 

Monday 29 

Oakhftm 

Linoofai 
Mvnd^yQ 



D»b? 

Monday 13 



NottiDKliam 
2 



Warwiek 



Hertford 

•• • t 

Lewei 
Thur. July 2 



(End) 



• • • • 

• • ■ • 



Birmingham 2 
(End) 



• » .• 



I 
1 



Day J. 



I Maidftone 



, S. Walks, S. Wales 

WeBTEBV. CHBRKR ASD I AM> 

GlAMOBOAN. CHE8TE£. 



Ziawranoe J» 



Vcntghan 
Williams J, 



Wright 7. 



SaliBbury 



Newtown 



• • •• 



.. WelU 
I Wednes. 10 



Dorchester 



Ooildford 



• • • • 



Exeter 2 



¥^]icheater2 



DolgeDy : Hayerforl-w. 
CSMrnarron .. 



Beanmarif 



Mold 



Lampeter 
Cumarthca 



• • •■ 



Preiteign 
CheHer2 



Swansea 2 



Bristol 2 



(End) 



(End) 
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HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE. 

WHITSUN VACATION, 1896. 



NOTICE. 



There wUl he no sitting in Court during the Whitsun Vacation* 

During Whitmn Vacations— AH applioations which may require 
to he immediately or promptly heard are to be made to Mr. Jtutioe 
^Iatbew, whofle addreag may be obtained at the Chancery Begis- 
trars* Chambers, Boom 186, Boyal Courts of Jostioe. 

Mr. Justice Mathew will act as Vacation Judge from Saturday, 
May 23rd, to Monday, June 1st, both days indusiye. 

His Lordshijp will nt in Queen's Bench Judges' Chambers on 
Wednesday, May 27th, at 11 A.M., for the disposal of urgent Queen's 
Bench Summonses. 

In afw Case of great urgency , the Brief of Counsel may be sent to 
the Judge by Book-Post, or Parcel, prepaid, accompanied bgr Office 
Copies of the Affidayits in support of tiie Application, and also by a 
Minute, on a separate sheet of Paper, signed oy Counsel, of the oraer 
he may consider the Applicant entitled to, and also an enyelope capable 
of receiying the Papers, addressed as follows : — ** Chance^ Official 
Letter : To the Begistrar in Vacation, Chancery Begistrars' Chambers, 
Boyal Courts of Justice, London, TT.a" 



On Applications for InjmdioM, in addition to the shore, iGopr^ 
the Writ, and a Certificate of Writ issued, most also be seat 

The Papers sent to the Judge wiU be returned to the Begirt» | 

Cbanoebt Bboibtbabs' Chambibs, 
BoTAi. CouBTB or JusnoB, 
M May, 1896. 



PROFESSIONAL PABTNERSHIPS DKSOLTBa 



Dayid Aston, Francis William Hughes, and HaitU Kdgv ^ 
(Aston, Hughes ft Aston), Sotidtovs, 71, Edgware Boad, so ftt tt 1 
Aston (who is retiring from practice) is oonoemed \j mntoftl oa 
asfhym May 14. l^e said F. W. Hughes and H. £. Altai 
cany on bunness under the style of Hughes k Astoo. 

James Seddon, William Hughes HUton, William 
Archibald Keill, and Harold Agnew (Sale, Seddon ft Oa), i 
Manchester, by mutual consent as from May 13, so far « 
W. H. miton, who retires from the firm. The said J.fieddaB,! 
Lord, A. NeUl, and H. Aenew will continue the said ta * 
present style of Sale, Seddon ft Co. 

Samuel Bright Williams and Frauds Edgar Wilhnoi I 
WiUmot), Solicitors, Bournemouth, Hants, by mutual con 
January 14. The business will be henceforth carried on I7I 
WiUmot alone. 



In preparaHon^ 7%ird EdiHonf revieed to date. Demy Bvo^ dofh, 

LEADING CASES IN MODERN EQUI' 

By THOMAS BRETT, 

Of ih^ Middle Temple, Barritter-at'Law, LL^.; London Univereiifi, B^; laie SduOar and Studmii of THnity CoOege, DMm; i 
tioner in Beal Property and Equity; Holder of (he Fint Certifioate 0/ Honour^ MieikadmaM, 18e9; Audor of BrMeCmm 
on the Preeent Lowe of England; Joint Author of Gierke and Bretfe Conveyancing Aete; Author of Bretfe Bamhrupteg Jd,l^ 
and Lecturer in Equity to the Ineorporated Law Society, 



OPINIONS OF .THB FBJBSa 



Mr. 



" SpediOIy leoommendad as a text4wok fbr "The Final.' "—Mioitort^ JomrtutL 
••Deserres high pniae to the care and JndgiMnt erinoed in Ito ezacoftlon. 
Brett's indaz »ppmn to be oopioas and oompMe?'— Low Timet, 

"We haTe kid Mir. Bnlfs book down wttii none \m% fltvoaraUe and pkomiable 
feelings at the ezoeUent manner in which be has aooomplished his task. It is of the 
Terr first importanoe both to the student and the practitioner to have the prlndplea 
of Equity ooUected in a handy torn, and this want Mr. Brett has sapplled. tiM 
notes to the cases an admicsble in manner and Indd in language ; and no little 
pains seem to haye been bestowed in the anangement of the cases themselTes."— 



"Must prove of immense Talne to the profession. Mir. Brett hssdoM all ItM 
to help stndentsand pracUtloneribyasikr as possible groiqilng togBlfaertheff-" 
withttMssmedassesofsafeJects. Among the more Importaat nattnd-" 
foimd cases relating to tnists and tmstoes. mortgages^ paitnenUpSft tte ir~ 
solldton and dients, married women's proper^, and the religlaas eitooBi 
A good index adda oonsldeniUy to the neeftdness of the wnk."— jMI^ C 

"The manner In which most of the cases are ststed la admlniWe,beiagdM 
andweUezpreesed. As tt is^ we have no hesitation In ssjing tfast Itan t 
book, or one so good, ftom which the stodent csn lesm the mi 
conrto of eqaHj dartaig reoent 7eais."<^31k< JkrUt. 



LoNDOH : WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Ldoted, Law PuBLnBaEBi^ 27, FLEET 8TBEET, B.a 



Demy 8vo., cloth, lOt. 6<f. 



TENEMENT HOUSES & FLATS (The Law Relati^ 

to) fbr Besidential or Bunnefls poipoflea^ indnding the Taxation and Bating thereof! With an Appendix of Preeedoti ^ 1 
Fonns, and a Digest of Oases relating to the Inhabited House Duty. By Waltsb GLODn, Banister-ai-Law, of the iaaar r" 
Associate of the Snrreyors' Institution, Anthor of <* The Law and Practice of Petitions of Bight" 



<*The growfaig haUt of building monstioas hoases» prindpaUy aooeaslble onlj by means of liAi^ has alreadj had results eoneploQoiis enough to fei^atr^ 
text-book 00 the 1^ ri|^ and responslbiUties of persons who have to deal with them. . . . The whole volmne appears to have been wiltton with the mm 
jadgment which charaotsrinhia former book aboat'petttiona of light.'" ' ' 

** The great faicrease in reoent years in the nmnber '' 

"Thia is an intexeettng satjeet vpon which Mr. 

on and elsewhere increases the tsIds of Mr. dode's book, which will be flmnd accmito and 

'< The inoease in the mmOMf of realdential bnUdingi known popularly as • flat^,' 



iv»w W.MV HBTw «v ^ w i n«BH mmtmamt • • • *a^ na«w twkiuhw vjr»«^w aw a^w wviM* «*M 

Btitiona of light.' "— Artunlay itevino. 

of residential lUts . . . renders this book likely to be extremely nseftd."— law fVsMt. .. 

Clode has written an interesting book. • . . Hie impulse whloh has been given recently to the bdUbga 4 

-•---•- — «^'-«^ — ... ^-- — . ^ — 1 practfoal.**— Lttig J'mtmeit, 

the pnsent thne oppoctaie fbr the pnbUcaHwof a legdweikeiaii> 



LoNDQu : WILLLSlM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, 27, Fleet Stkbet, E.G. 

Digitized by VjOOQIC 
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Seventh Edition. Royal 8vo., cloth, 38a, 

ROBSON'S BANKRUPTCY. 

Oontaimxig a full exposition ol the Principles and Practice of the Law, including the Law under the Bankruptcy 
Acts, 1883 and 1890 ; the Bankruptcy (Discharge and Closure) Act, 1887 ; the Debtors Act, 1869 ; the Bills of Sale 
Act% 1878 and 1882 ; Section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875 ; also the Law relating to Private Arrangements with 
Creditors, and the Deeds ol Arrangement Act, 1887. With an Appendix comprising the Statutes, Rules, Orders and 
Forms, including Forms of Statutory Compositions and Schemes, ic, 

GEORGE YOUNG ROBSON, Esq., 

Barrister-at-Law. 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 



*In spite of fiTals. JMmotCt Law amd PraeUee in Bankrupiev-^BJi exoellent ireatlfle, we always ihonght— maintains its position in legal 

- Btenftore. It has now enteied its aeventh edition. The sixth edition was pnUiahed before the Act of 1887, and oonfleqnently that Aot and 

fh« Aet of 1890 hare had to be dealt with. The chapter on Bills of Sale is now pnt at the end of the Tolnme. Beyond this there 

an no ebanges. The jadioial decisiaDS of xecent years are duly noted, and Bobeon on Bankmptoy zenains an effldent and up-to-date 

tezft^iook.'*— Xoio Time$. 

" This staadaid work on baokniptoy has veaohed another edition, the author wisely conndering that in consequence of the many important 

eaoes zeoently decided and the issue of the new mles, a new edition was desirable. We compliment the learned aathor on the wisdom of 

kaepinff his work well up to data Of this edition we mar fairiy aay, as of others, no practitioner with bankruptcy work should be without 

it: sad as long as the author pnrsaes the wise coarse of issmng fresh editions well up to date^ we shall be able to accord fdture editions the 

^ sBBMpndse."— law JTofsa 

LoHDOir: WILLI AH CLOWES A SONS, Ldhtbd, Law Publibhebs, 27, Fleet Stbset, E.C. 

Just Pabllflhed. Boyal 8va, olotli, 25s. 

NORMAN'S DEATH DUTY TABLES 



Comjpvisiiitf in sun 

L| n., m., appended to the Suocession Ihity Aot, 1853 (16 & 17 Yiot, o. 51), for valiiing Snooessions 
Annuities; also Disooimt, Interest, Bate per Oent., and other Tables, with nnmerons examples to illustrate 
Tuae and application. 

By A. W. NORMAN, B.A., B.Sc (Lend), 

Of the Legacy and Snooesdon Duty Office, Anthor of *'A Digest of the Death Datiea." 
Lqhdov: WILLIAH; OLOWES A SONS, Limited^ Law Pitblishebs, 27, Fleet Stbbbt, KO. 

JUST FUBIiISHED. Demy 8vo., cloth, IDs. 6d. 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 

(THE LAW RELATING TO). 

OOMFBUDre 

THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACTS, 1875 TO 1898. AS AMENDED BY THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT, 1895. 
TtgOher with an Append amtaiimg Model Ridet, and the Fmnt appended to the Treasury Begidaiiont, 1896. 

By F. BADEN FULLER, B.A. (Oxen.), 

Of the limer Temple* BarriBter-at-Law. 

Lobddk : WILLIAM OLOWES A SONS, Lmited, Law Publishebs, 27, Fleet Stbeet, E.0. 

Digitized by VjOOQIC 
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MAY'S PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE. 

Tenth Edttum. Boyal Svo., doth, 45f. Half-calf, 50t. 

A TREATISE ON THE LAW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARLIAMENT 

BY Sm THOMAS EBSKINE MAT, KC.B., D.OX., 

Qerh ff tU Houm of Commons, and Bencher of the Middle Temple. 
TENTH EDITION. 
BOOKS I. and II. Edited by Sir Seginald F. D. Palgriyb, E.O.B., Clerk of the House of Commons. 
BOOK III. Edited by Alfrsd Bonham-Oabteb, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, a Member of the Court 
of Beferees of Priyate Bills (Honse of Commons). 



«TlM pRMot torn of the trwtlM te Sir BcgliMad FaOrrftve's ownt f t to « mcninBant of Us hboor and of hii BkUl, tod will te as naeftil to ■tadenta lalte Britt*, 
Amerlcui, and CoAonial Unl vanities as to memben of all ParUaniento in the Biitlah Empire."— 31U AOeiMniai. 

LorooN : 'WILLIAM OLOWES & SONS, Ldotkd, Law PuBLismns, 27, Flbit Sxanr, B.a 



NOW BEADT. Foturth Bdition, with Portrait. Orown Svo, dlotfau 7b. 6dL 

THE HIST0B7 OF THE ENGLISH PARLIAMENT: 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years {800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Author of «< The Histoiy of the SngliAOoiisti 

Trandated (y Professor A. H. KEANE, B.A., FJt.OJi» 

*<EngliBh readers will oertalnly wetoome a hiatory of the EDgBih Faziiainent by the gieatert Uying anihaiily en llie OoatbMi''-* 
Aihenmum, 

** It oompletet the Tail Borrey of our Engliih iastitittkiii ... to which lo great a portloa of Dr. ChielstTs hboriow lif • hM tat 

devoted."— Ai^iTdtof. ' 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES ft SONS, Lmma), Law Puhlishbrs, 27, Flbkt Stbbbt, RO. 
CHEAP MDinONr. Demy Svo., <doth. lOs. 

THE HISTORT OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON QNEIST, Professor of Law in fiieTJmTersity of Berlin. 

IVaiMlaM ly PHILIP A« ASHWOBTH, o/Oa JkiMT Tcmj^Ifly j^ 

** No finreigner has done more than Ftofessor Gneist to examine and make clear .the history and nature of the iBnglish GonstitotioD. . • j 
He discusses such vital questions as, Whither are we drifting? How far do recent changes In the franchise accord with the whole spirit « 
the constitution ? What is in store for us witii democracy supreme ? On such questions as these the opinion of a foreisnier who is a soboltf« 
but no bookworm, and who has sedulously studied our institutions, is certainly much more weighty than that of most jBngl i s hm en. . . • Ai 
this time these volumes are especially instructive. They cast light on almost all the great questions of omreint poiiticap'*— ^xViimc. 

\* Library Edition, 2 voU*, 8vo„ 32b. 



London: WILLIAM CLOWES ft BONS» Limith>» Law Pobusbbbs, 27, Elw Ssbbb, HLO -- 

B>oyal 8vo.f etoth, 58. 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giving a General Summary of the Act and a copious and aseM Index, both to the Sections of the Act and the diiferent ^Bsdisg 
of the synopsis, with the Forms used and instnietions as to the Duty. Ttf which. Is also addfd the FlnwiwA^ lWi» and a M of tM 
Fonns xued in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

{Of &e Legacy Duly Ojfiee, Somereet HaaBe)^ 

ATTTHOB OF TBI <«TJkBU OF TBB KVaUBH DBATH DITTHS," **A OKMT niDBX," ITO., na 
"WlUbefiNindmeftainniaateringtlielntricacleaofthemateare.''--iyv^ I <*ATfli7BeiTioaabteOQiBDaab»totlio0ewboa6dirtjlttotonMatnradlflariliAi 

*• Presnito .... apeclal InatroctioDa aa to tlie Btw doty."— itoajr Tdegraph. \ parilameBt."— Law Jaurnti, 

London: WILLIAM OLOWES A SONS, Limitid, Law Pubushibs,- 27, FuER^^TRnr, ELC 
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THE INCOBPOEATED 



imembets of ti)e CDounctl. 

Ohaxbman.— The Riqht Hon. LOBD DAVEY. 
Viob-Ohaibman.— MONTAGUE CRACKANTHOBPE, Esq., Q.C. 

THE ATTORNEY-GENTERAL, SIR RICHARD E. WEBSTER, G.O.M.G., M.P. 
THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL, SIR ROBERT B. FINLAY, Knt., M,P. 
PRESIDENT OP THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, JOHN W. BUDD, EflQ. 

eUcUrs ffUmbtxa. 

THE IX)BD DAVEY. ] Linooln'B Inn I ^- ^ WARMINGTON, Esq., Q.O. | ^.^^^ temple. 

MONTAGUE ORAOKANTHORPB. Esq., Q.C. / * A. T. LAWRENCE, Esq. i 

V. A. BOSANQUBT, Ebq., Q.O. \ j^^^ ^ 1 [ J. F. OSWALD, Esq., Q.C., M.P. ^ ^ ,^ ^ 

A. Bt OHANNBLL, Esq., Q.O. / ^ ' | JAMBS MULLIGAN. Ebq. / ^ 

Sm HOWARD W. ELPHINSTONE, Babt., of Lmooln'a Inn.^ Appointed by the CouncU of Law Reporting on the 
W. ENGLISH HARRISON, Esq., of the Middle Temple. / nomination of the Gteneial Council of the Bar. 

WILLIAM WILLIAMS, Ebq. (Firm— MesBrs. Cnrrte, WilliamB & WiUiams), Linooln'B \ 

Inn Fields. Inoorporated Law 

JOHN HOLLAMS» Esq. (Firm— Meeers. Hollams, Sons, Cowaid & Hawksley), London Society. 

Commezclal Sale Rooms, Mincing Lane, E.C. 

Sbobbtart— JAMES THOMAS HOPWOOD, Esq., 10, Old Square, Linooln»a Inn. 

CUttortf. 

BDrroB— SIR FREDERICK POLLOCK, Babt. 

AssiKFAVT Bditob— A. P. STONE, Esq. 

AssiSTAHT Editob OF THE "Wbeklt Notes"— G. MERYON WHITE, Esq. 






ANNUAL REPORT FOR 1895. 

FINANCE. 

The system of Law Reporting under the superintendence of the Council, inaugurated upwards of thirty years ago^ continues 
to leoeiTB the general support of the Profession. The net profit of the past year was 3177/. 16«. 7d., an excess of 3237. 9s. lOd. 
oyer the profit of 1894. Out of this profit it is proposed to distribute the usual bonus among tiie members of the staff, a 
sobBtaniial portion haying been already expended on a honorarium to G. W. Hemming, Esq., Q.C.^ the late Editor in the 
Catanoeiry Diyision, in recognition of his important services in that capacity. A detailed statement of the Council's receipts 
and expenditure is appended hereto. 

NEW MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL. 

On the change of Ministry which took place in 1895, Sir Richard K Webster and Sir Robert B. Finlay, the present 
Attcxmoy and Solicitor General, succeeded Sir Robert Reid and Sir Frank Lockwood as ea>-officio members of the Council. 
J6tm Hunter, Esq., President of the Inoorporated Law Society, the third ex-officio member of the Council, having ceased to be 
President in July of last year, also vacated his seat on the Council, which is now filled by John Wreford Budd, Esq., who 
BOGoeeded Mr. Hunter in the office of President. F. A. Philbrick, Esq., Q.C., an elected member of the Council and a Bencher 
of the Hon. Sodety of the Middle Temple, having been appointed a Judge of County Courts in December last, resigned his 
seat on the Council, whereupon the Middle Temple appointed C. M. Warmington, Esq., Q.C, to fill his place. 

Z2 
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EDITORIAL AND REPOBTING STAFF. 

The Council have every reason to believe that the Editorial re-arrangement made last year has worked satisfactorily, 
and has conduced to the value and efficiency of the Reports. They are not so sanguine as to assert that no case has been 
omitted which was worthy of insertion, or that every case reported has been perfect in all respects. They are, however^ 
confident that their Staff are doing their best to ensure this result, as well as to avoid delay. 

The Council have to refer, with great regret, to the loss of one of the oldest members of their Staff, the late Mr. Martin 
Ware, who died last December. He was much esteemed and respected by all those with whom he had been associated dming 
his long career as a Reporter. To him was entrusted the preparation of the first Digest issued by the OoundL He also 
acted for many years as one of the auditors appointed by the Editors and Reporters to examine the annual accounts on 
their behalf. 

W. Worsley Knox, Esq., has succeeded Mr. Ware as Reporter in the Court of Appeal. 

OTHER PUBLICATIONS OF THE COUNCIL. 

The new Five Years' Digest, 1891 to 1895, prepared by Alexander Pulling, Esq., has been completed and distributed 
gratis amongst all who have subscribed in the current year for the Law Reports of 1896. This Digest is, in substancOia 
supplement to the Consolidated Digest, 1865 to 1890, and, taken in conjunction with that work, it forms a complete abetraet 
of the Law Reports from their commencement in 1866 down to the end of 1895. 

The Council have made arrangements with Her Majesty's Grovemment fori the purchase of copies of the GenenI 
Index to the Statutes and the Chronological Table. This work is in course of preparation. When complete, it iriB be 
distributed gratis amongst all such Subscribers to the Law Reports for the year 1896 as pay their Subscriptions within 
the year. 

The Accounts have been prepared by Messrs. Wagstaff Blundell, Biggs & Co., Chartered Accountants, and have been 
duly audited and found correct 

The thanks of the Council are hereby, sfi on previous occasions, tendered to Her Majesty's Judges, and to the Fiofeniai 
generally, for the assistance afforded by them to the Editor, the Sub-Editors, and the Reporters, in the disohaige of thdi 
several duties. 

By Order, 

(Signed) DAVEY, 
Council Room, Lincoln's Inn Hall, Chairman. 

May 20th, 1896. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICK 

QUEENS BENCH DIVISION. - 



TRINITY SITTINGS, 1896. 
TuxaDAT, JuNB 2in>. 



The following Courts will. sit until Saturday, 6th June, for the Trial of the following classes of Actions:— 

ONE OOUBT for Middlbbkx Special Juries (Two Courts after Wednesday). 
ONE COURT for Middlksbx Common Juries (Two Courts on Tuesday;. 
ONE COUBT for.CoiofXBOiAL Actions and Non-Juries. 



A Second Court will be Sitting for Non-Juries wheneyer the Court for Railway and Canal Commission 

is not Sitting. 



MIDDLESEX SpedaZ Jury Actums. 

Actions beyond No. 745 in this List will not 
be taken before Monday, 8th June. 

The following Nnmben will be in the List for 
Trial on Taesday, 2nd June— Noe. 607 to 
621, both indnBive. 



607 Lindor «. Lee fhind. reps. 
611 Aactkneen' InaUfeoto of the United Kingdom «. 
Inatltote of Aoctioneen and ValneiB ii^junctian 
S62 Bnnonghfl «. Hut notes 
621 Hall V. London Tnunwajs Co. pen. li^. 



6d0 Hanson «. Qt. Eastern Ry. Go. pexs. li^. 
633 Cook k anr. v. Bannenuan k Co. work 
636 Allen V. Bailey fklae Impt 

639 Pryoe^ooes k on. o. Kennedy k on. deed 

661 Lawrence v. East London Waterworks Co. pers. 

in}. 
10 Liqaklation Estates Parahase Co. Id. v. Haldon k 
ors. prwwfHHlnii 
68a Harris v. Yillien contract 
241 Owles V. Weyen k ors. note 
561 Easton v. Bozall k ahr. detinue 
688 Oreyille v. Williamson covenants 
606 Bridge v. Attlee work 
616 Honldsworth V. Priestley contract 

640 Ingzam «. Goole S8. Co. Id. pen. tqj. 

^ (Gaidlner».Chamben «»trart. j^^^^ 

(Same v. Same contract ( *-*««^**»'«« 

69f Smith V. Kay breach ot promise 
902 Robbu V. Mniphy k on. gnanntee 
909 Dartnell v. Howards k Sons negligence 
914 Hendry V. Onest Ubel 
719 Kamsdeu V. Benetfllnk ft Co. It anr. Ubel 
733 Oorev. Sndley breach of promise 
746 Goodson v. Sunbory Gas ConsomoB* Co. Id. pers. 



752 Jones V. Batey k Co. negligence 

756 Aimy k Navy Co-operative Soc. Id. «. Everett k 

Son money paid 
758 Beaid «. Farrants ftand. repe. 
772 Browning kan.v. Sacha stockbroker's aoct 
778 Adams o. Sir W. C. I.«ng k Co. Ubel 
780 Gibbons k Wife v. Taylor's Drag Co. Id. pen. 

iig. 
796 Moore v. Singh commission 
811 Dawes v. Chapman issae 
813 Sntton v. Louise k Co. Id. wrong, dis. 
817 BoUen «. Andnws' Star Omnlbos Co. Id. pen. 

828 Roberts o. Coontess RnsseU libel 
824 Simpson V. Mechlyn. Harley Jb Co. stockbroker's 
acct. 



826 London k Sonthem Comities Investment, lie. Co., 
Id. V. Sheffield bUl I 

834 C Delghton «. Grieve detinue ) <» im fcriMi 

865tGrieve o. Delghton stockbroker's 5- "^^j^L^^^ 



866 
884 
896 

903 

811 

923 

931 

933 

968 

961 

969 

970 

999 

1000 

1002 

1003 

1011 

1017 

1018 






together 



1027 
1036 
1036 
1043 
1048 
1063 
1066 
1062 
1066 
1070 
1076 
1082 
1088 
1098 

1100 
1106 
1110 
1112 
1118 
1126 
1140 
1141 



Dixon o. Gt. Western Ry. Co. negUgenoe 

Jones V. German (Use Impt 

Cohn V. The Transvaal Exploring Co. Id. and anr. 

contract 
Alliance Contmcting Co. Id. v. Joimstone contmct 
Edmau «. Biahop of Lincoln Ubel 
Nugent V. South Eastern Ry. Co. pers. faoj. 
Schweder o. Hasties libel 
Elphick V. L. G. 0. Co. Id. pers. M 
Boot V. Jones It Son libel 
Lanselgne v. Astor k anr. Ubel 
Coder k anr. «. Wood k anr. maoey paid 
Same «. Sebright k on. nnmey paid 
Kuowles V. Oakshott covenant 
MedhuTBt V. Kyffin slander 
Nevfaiv. Nutt horses sold 
Mumsey k Co. v. Baumgarten money V*^ 
Dixon v.WlUes Ubel 
Reynolds v. Ranger k ors. work 
Attotney-Gen. v. WiUett Information 

4 The Central News Id. \ i.y^i 

< Birmingham Gasette Co. ) ""'' 
Mostyn «. Kendal detinue 
Cooling V. Smith k anr. nuisance 
White 0. EUis & Co. pers. hiJ. 
Cnwiey «. Gas Light k Coke Co. pers. InJ. 
Webster V. WUley contract 
Cowan V. Cowan Ubel 
Turner V. Giddy Ubel 
Thunder k Little o. Sheen possession 
Oetzmann k Co. o. Long k Co. money received 
Ballaarat, Jk. Gold Mtaies Id. «. Watts caUs 
Nation V, Eden, Remington k Co. contract 
Lane o. Cox pers. ii^. 
Laaamick v. Emanuel contract 
Earl of Shrewsbuxy k Talbot v. Wlrml Ry. 

Committee work 
Tomllns v. Salmon k Gluckstein Id. commission 
Dane's Diaoonnt Co. Id. v. Sharpus note 
Langton o. Coplesfeon slander 
Roblin V. Whitworth k anr. guarantee 
Nlcholls V. Allen pers. IqJ. 
Mackenzie v. Harris k on Ubel 
Bennett c. Adams k anr. oontnct 
Same v. Adams contmct 



Trial on Tuesday, 2nd June— No8. 730 to 
909, both indufiiye. 



1647 Motion (to foUow 611, 8.J.) \ 
Auctioneen and Yaluen iame 

730 Ford k Sons «. Foulston goods sold 

808 CoUins o. Smith trover 

876 GiUespie V. Hart distress 

879 AUmond «. Mnlrhead CUselmpt 

887 Mereantile Agency Co. Id. v. Ilitwick ChaiybaM 
Co. oontnct 

897 RosenbexK v. Ternbona Oo. Id. isne 

899 Brlden «. Brand assanlt 
^902 Ayres v. Mean pers. taj. 

909 Hazrtoon «. St. Saviour's Board of Works pa 

mj. 



MIDDLESEX Common Jwry Adiom, 

Aotions beyond No. 1064 in tbiB List will not 
be taken before Monday, 8th Jnne. 

The following Numbers will be in the List for 



Baldwin «.GUderBon Ubel 

Gibbons v. Edwards pen. taij. 

Cohen «. Lowden k anr. wanan^ 

CoUette k anr. «. Wheatler 6c anr. goodi sold 

Piggott «. Palmer commlsrinn 

Taylor v. Soltom k on. money recelveil • 

Doherty «. Booth oegligaiae 

Halsey v. Sunderland goods sold 

Drummond v. Smith pers. ix^ 

Clarke v. White pen. i^J. 

Sims V. Trollope k Sons issue 

Smithv. Boom hones sold 

Morgan V. Jones slander 

Same «. Davies slander 

Rumsoy kOo.v, Walter mofoej paid 

Kerr. Stuart ft Co. Id. V. Walker goodssoU 

Cook V. Gruiger money received 

Chandler leWlfe V. L. G. 0. Go. Id. pen-iiO- 

Jennings «. Reeve pen. i^J. 

Thurling «. HoUingbecy slander 

Kingston v, Madiarlane Broa. pen. ti^ 



912 

928 

932 

936 

661 

666 

710 

840 

939 

962 

973 

992 

993 

994 

1004 

1009 

1037 

1044 

1060 

1063 

1064 



1073 CampbeU «. Bates 

1081 Lawxance «. WUcman work 

1083 Femenia «. Thompson Ic anr. libel 

1090 Hall V. Guardians of St. Luke^ Chelsea 

1101 AUen k Son v. Shaipus money paid 

1104 Brooghton v. Swain km 

1106 Freedman «. White 

1107 WarrMn v. Andrews 
1111 RandaU V. Sbelton ^ 
1114 Roberts V. East End DweUingsCa 

1123 ChaUen V. Curtis ners. ii\J. 

1124 Wardv. Nordon ftaud. npa. 
1127 MoRls V. Whits mal. pros. 
1129 Kemp v. Youngs oontnct 
1132 Maule V. South wrong, die. 
1134 Bale V. Short pen. i^. 
1142 Moody V. Humble libel 
1163 Buokea«.L.G. O.Oo. negUgence 

1168 Slade V. Hawkins pen. ixjT 

1169 MUlett V. Waller k anr. ' — ' 



LiiJ. 



pen.iqj. 
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HI Loptaa «. Cnlvertwoa^ f libel 

Oa CUittane «. North Met'Ry. &.Canal Co. pert*. 

on Miaoo «. The FlnancUl ^ewn Id. libel 

on Citfk «. StoUoD Jb anr. deiinae 

m Biker V. GoUing ahuxler 

OU Wertmaoott v. BtJitij mooey lent 

BB WalUs V. Tomsett eUnder 

IB( Oaiidler «. Cfaarke oontnct 

m Wrlgbl «• LeplAin negligenoe 

BM Toddv. HamOtaD poseeaakiQ 

BO iteilisky v. Doerr oootnct 

Sbenrood «. SloUeiy negligeuce 

Tamg «. Churdi detinue 

Btfaiger V. Semneln deUnoe 

T^igmmn |t Mir. BJoont t, uii. ^vmoty 

Oofvkj V. Pyke, Harris k Ga oovenants 

Hndnn «. Townaend k Co. pers. inj. 

WnUams V. Boberts monMr received 

Hog9e«.BanMtt&aar. bUl . 

LiBffbcd V. (Mb k anr. note 

lambeit «. Hart libel 

QibbcDBV. Soott trespasB 

Mfllerv.Marrldk pera. ii^J. 

~- liSoiav. Barker billa 
«.SGhiBka ymtk 
«. L. C. Ac D. By. Co. declantlon 



inJ. 



NON-JURY ACTIONS. 

DB beyond No. 1489 in this List will not 
tal[en before Monday, 8th Juno. 

08 in the Oommercial List only will be 
ea on Taeeday, 2nd June. 

BiDd .(IHiUock. B.) V. The GnanUans of Oraett 

Uniao work 
Fenwick pt hd. «. Wyatt k anr. work 
HaitnontT. Daly conkmct 
0i7«.fiowler work 
VokroDoaki «. Bankart negligence 
lliithi k Sons fby order) v. Joyce oontxact 
Anteo Unioa Bank Id. v. Cadman guarantee 
Ibiqiis of Abergavenny v. White k anr. 



Helt76oldHl]Mald.«.Robinaon calls 

nukenborg «. City Aaaete Co. money paid 

MoTBU V. Sedger money paid 

faOaw V. Brown contract 

Jeny v. The Trust Agency, kc. Co. Id. contnu:t 

Kirt^ V. Banks money received 

Pumps V. Phillips mon«y received 

Sveetv. Kent detinoe ^ 

Ooodnan V. OIbb possession: 

Onkaon «. Brtdgman contract ] 

Bake «. Denness possession 

HcUvar v. Kenhaw contract 

lumps «. Walter rent 

gnoott ». Hill Jb Co. money received 

Bjily V. S^jrmoor poseessfen 

2» ^ James* Property Co. v. Cochrane ""covenant 

l^Ie V. Cooke money received 



1442 
1443 
1444 
1466 
1466 
1468 
1463 
1464 
1468 
1474 
1486 
1489 



124 
844 
908 

97ft 
991 
1042 
1069 
1109 
1117 
1126 
1143 
1210 
1214 
1218 
1232 
1236 
1246 
1270 
1290 
1307 
1308 
1328 
1440 
1447 
1462 
1464 
1487 
1493 
1494 
1496 
1497 
1600 
997 
1602 
1606 
1609 
1611 
1613 
1621 
1623 
1624 
1627 
1633 

1634 

1642 
1644 
1660 
1668 
1660 
1661 
1566 



Mann, Grossman k Fanlin v. Corb possession 

Douglas V. Brooks k ors. ftaod. reps. 

Wheler «. Sawyer possession 

Rumball «. Bnmfaalf poseeaaian 

Chnrchill «. Moser work done 

Spencer v. Farongs k anr. possession 

Webber V. Klngl anr. bill 

Rogers k anr. «. PiU JB Co. iA|anction. 

Fnrber, Price k Furber v. Oswald issoe 

Gr»y V. Kirkaldy work 

Harris «. Dagg oontnct 

Evans v. Dntton k Co. goods sold 



Hemp Yam k Cordage Co. v. Knowles goods sold 

J«y V. Maodonald stockbroker's aooonnt 

All Sool's CollQge, Oxford v. Shepherd k an, 

declaration 
Jaffa & Co. V. Held commission 
Panse v. Mandeville money received 
Balls V. Laxdner covenant 
ParUs k ors. v. Lawrenoe k ors. trespass 
Christ's Hospital v. Webb covenant 
Graham «. Stocker stockbroker's aoct. 
Wyndham «. Plnmbly k anr. contract 
Smith V, Gny stockbroker's aopoont 
Merts V. Blackman VentUatlng Co. Id. contract 
Barry k anr. «. Vanghan goaiantee 
Potts V. Woodyatt oommisHion 
Green k anr. v. Frith work 
Wingate v. Hedges work 
Haggud k ors. v. Lambert stockbroker's acct. 
Roots V. Voeper covenant 
Mathews v. Parmenter k ors. patent 
Taylor k anr. v. Capital Finance Co. k anr. note 
Same o. Same policy 
Robeon v. Nichols k Co. craitract 
Bear, Perks k Co. v. Batley k anr. goods sold 
Bntler v. Wells detinoe 
Earl of Shrewaboxy v. Seaton fhtod. reps. 
Mnrchison Syndicate Id. v. Fiedler contract 
Sing ft ors. V. Attenboroogh k Son detinoe 
Twidale v. Kirke covenant 
Brown v. Bell k anr. trespass 
Yan de Goor v. Harrison k Co. issue 
Maud «. Hyde contract 
Walter v. Ahem contract 
Corrie v. Birsch goods sold 
Cowland k anr. v. HaU detinue 
Fielder v. Dickson k ors. money received 
Brown v. De Yalenzoela possession 
WatUng V. Parkinson guarantee 
Cocks k ors. v. Mitchell contract 
Kissam v. Parry k Co. contract 
Witcomb Bros. v. Goold k anr. goods sold 
Galindes Bros. v. Paine k Co. cheques 
Sanger k Sons o. Seed issue 
Coolgardle Consolidated Gold Mines Id. v. Borland 

calls 
The Army k Navy Hooae Furnishing Co. Id. v. 

Bowers contrsct 
Cox V. Klrby contract 
Dent V. Grave stockbroker's aoct 
Strong V. Woiskett copyright 
MacConnell v. Slaters Id. detinue 
Dauuhom v. HUl k anr. cheque 
Kimber v. The London Agen<7 Id. work 
Sutton k anr. v. Gibbs poesessiou 



1670 FergosQU v. Watte note 

1676 Knat'.'hbull v. Taylor money ))aid 

1677 Purvis v. Burlie & on. possesHiou 

1678 Same o. McMahou k ors. possession 
1579 Haxell v. Guiver rent 

15«2 Call V. Cathcart fraud, reps. 

1584 Davenport 0. Revitt possession 

1586 Pittmanv. Prudential Deiiosit Bank issue 

1589 Orfeur t>. Few work 

1597 Mayer v. Reeve money lent 

I 1601 Arden «. Cook possession 

I 1604 Halliley k anr. v. Steers money lent 

, 1606 Prince o. Davies work 

i 1606 Same v. Same work 

I 1611 Scoa V. Gregory k Co. coutrKt 

' 1616 Bennett v. Smith pera. inJ. 

1617 Fraser v. Howitt money lent. 

1618 Richards «. Booker commission 

I 1620 Marriott «. The Cycle Press Id. copyright 

1621 Kirkwood o. Eskell. note 

' 1627 Douglas V. Gkmld k anr. detinue 

1628 Riordan o. Toy k ors. fraud, reps. 

I 1629 Humphreys Id. v. Bndshaw woric 

1630 Batting v. Andrews contrsct 

1636 Naykn- «. Parsons money paid 

1640 Eelis v. Wright k an. detinue 

; 1642 Grace v. Bamett k on. salaiy 

I 1643 Howell V. Stephenson contract 

1646 Morris v. Wylie k Co. contract 

1662 Claridge v. Williams possession 

1653 Cloake k anr. v. Cohen covenant 

' 1664 Kanlake v. Hawthorn contract 

I 1668 Walton v. Evans k anr. work 

1661 Bone v. Brooks false impt. 

! 1664 Centnd Wealth of Nations V. North calls 

I 1666 Same v. PaUisou calls 

1667 Honour v. Gledstone k anr. bill 

' 1670 Bamett «. Hanson iiwie 

' 1671 Bonn k ore. «. Urry k ors. possession 

1672 Jones & anr. «. Johns k anr. covenant 

1673 Nelsonv. McNeill k Co. wrung, dls. 
1676 Florio V. Sutberat k anr. deUuue 

1679 Anglo- Westralian Development Syndicate Id. 9, 

Sir A. Altman contract 

1683 Gues V. London Exhibitions Id. contract 

1686 Woisley v. Bnrgoyne omtract 

1690 Staniforth v. Guest k an, possession 

1692 Woollam v. Laugner possession 

1694 Hickmott V. Held possession 

1698 Spencer k Co. v. Eastwood k Co. Id. goods sold 

1700 Brown v. Witter possession 

1701 Bond V. Tomkins money paid 
1704 Gray «. Young k ors. bill 

I7u7 Walter k anr. v. Gilmore k anr. stockbroker's 
aoct. 

1710 Powell k anr. v. Crosble detinue 

1711 Hartshome «. Walter work 
1713 Pohlmann v. Mathias covenant 

1717 Kirkham «. Gill k ore. detinue , 

1718 Same «. Attenborough same 

1719 Duff k ors. v. Bridges k anr. covenant 

1720 Rowley v. Rowley ft anr. slander 

1727 Jenkins v. Great Eastern Rly. Co. pers. i^J. 

1728 Gaistin v. Graham k anr. possession. 

1729 Crewe v. Kirby commission 

1731 Dodsou V. Gray money paid 

1732 Duplany «. Lunbert salary 

1734 Bonar v. The Big Golden Quarry Mining Co. Id 

contract 

1735 La Fenillade 0. Gatehouse k anr. i^Junctionj 



SUMMARY OF ACTIONS ENTERED FOR TRLAJL to MAY 26th, Inclcsive. 

Special Juries. Common Juries. TotaL 

Middlesex 201 .. 180 .. 387 

Non-Juries .. .. .. .. 201 

London o .. 1 .. 6 

Commeroial Causes •• •• •• •• 10 

(Cases are only entered in the Commercial List when the days are fixed for Trial) 

Set down nndor Order XIV 3 

607 



Note. — This Summary shews the total numher of Actions for Trial up to and inclusive of the above date. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 



TRINITY SITTINGS, 1896. 



Dates. 




Lord Chief 
Justice. 


1886. 




• 


May . . . 


28 




JUNB . . . 


29 

1 


•• 



July 



August 



Pollock B. 



2 Nisi Prius ' Nisi Prius 



15 



2i 



27 



(Chambers 
interyening) 



6 North Eastern 
Circuit 1 



9 
20 
21 



27 
29 



(Central 

Criminal 

Ck>art 

intervening) 



I 



12 ; End 



Hawkins J. 



Sonth Eastern 
Circuit 



Nifli Prius 



Oxford 
Circuit 



End 



Nisi Prius 



iMathew J. 



Cave J. 



Divisional 
Court 



Northern 
Circuit 



End 



Nisi: Prius, 



End 



Day J. 



Home 
Circuit 



End 



Divisional 
Ck>urt 



Wills J. 



GbaiteaiJ. 



Divisional 
Conrt 



NifliPini 



Midkod 
Ciioiiit 



Midland 
Circuit 



n 
EBd 

NiiiPri" 



The Business of the Courts will be taken in accordance with the Judges' Resolutions of May 2i, 1894. The Judgee aaned ^^ 
in Divisional Court will, whenever it becomes necessary, sit at Nisi Prius. 
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VAUaHAN 

e Bitting 
the event 
ind Gom- 
ot being 



Justice 
; in Rail- 
>nimi8sion 
LiBt wiU 
r Justice 



»8it 

J y'^V y'-X. y"^ I ^"^ 
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COUET OF APPEAL AND HIGH OOUET OF JUSTICE— CHANCERY DIVISION. 



TRINITY BITTINQB, 1898. 



BOTA OF BEGISTBABS IN ATXENDANGE IN THE ENSDINO WEEK. 



iDAXl. 


AfTKAL 

Ooon n. 


Ms. JmnoB 
Chittt. 


Mb. Joriob 

NOKTH. 


Ms. Jmnoa 
BnKUir«. 


Ms. JlMIMB 


Ms. Jonos 

BOMSB. 


DAm 


Mandaj, June 




Mr. LAYto 


Mr. Bwl 


Mr. Pnlwrtaa 


Mr. COoirai 


Mr. LeMh 


Mr. FnBV 


M«dij. Jim I 


TDMdiy 




„ Guringlon 


„ Pugh 


« W«d 


» J«okMi 


„ CtodftV 


M aoit 


TuaAj H 1 


WediiMiiiy „ 




„ Uvto 


„ BciJ 


„ PemtMRtoQ 


,. Cloww 


„ L«ch 


,. FnBV 


WodiiMkj „ J 


Tliiindiij 




„ Cvringloii 


M Pogh 


» WMd 


» jMknn 


„ Godlkv 


M Bolt 


TmndRj „ 4 


Fxldaj „ 




„ lAYto 


» Beia 


», PemlMrtan 


„ Ctoww 


„ L^* 


„ FMnor 


Pridv - » 


firtnniV 




„ GvrlDglQn 


n Pugh 


» Wwd 


,. JMkmi 


., Godlkv 


» Bolt 


Safconkj 1 



%* n«£oiv FmoMmi v^ooMiiwiiMOfft I^iftrtdoy, M« 13a day ^.Aii^iMt, and teTMii^ 



COMPANIES (WINDING-UP) ACT, 1890. 

GENEBAL BULB MADE PUBSUANT TO THE COM- 
PANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1890. 

(1.) \AUendance of partiet in Chamber9.']—'So creditor or contri- 
butory shall bo entitled to attend any proceedings in Ohambers, 
unless and nntil he has entered in a book, to be kept by the Begistrar 
for that purpose, his name and address, and the name and address of 
his solicitor (if any), and upon any change of his address or of his 
solicitor, his new address, and the name and address of his new 
•olidtor. 

(2.) This Bule shall cdme into operation on the 1st day of June, 
1896, and may be dted with the Companies (Winding-up) Bules, 
1890, as Bule 178a. 

(Signed) Halbbubt, C 
I concur, 

(Signed) Chas. T. Bitchib, 
PreHdent of the Board of Trade, 
Dated this 19th day of May, 1896. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 



TRINITY SITTINGS, 1896. 

A to F. 

All Applications by Summons or otherwise in Actions assigned 
to Master Pollock are to be made returnable before Master Johnsov 
unta Saturday, 11th July, inclusive. After that date all Applications 
by Summons or otherwise in Actions assigned to Master Johnson are 
to be made returnable before him in his own Hoom, No. 110, at 
11.80 a.m., on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays. 

G to N. 

All ApplioationB by Summons or otherwise in Actions assigned to 
Master Butleb are to be made returnable before him in his own 
Boom, No. llSi, at 11.30 a.m., on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and SaUirdays. 

O to Z. 

All Applications by Summons or otherwise in Actions assigned to 
Master Manlst Smith are to be made returnable before him in his 



own Boom, No. 114, at 11.30 a.m., on Tuesdays, Thwrsdays, sad. 
Saturdays, up to the 11th July, indusive. After that date, aiid aBtS" 
the end of Sittinss, Summonses are to be made returnable before ths 
Masters in Chambers in this Division. 



The Parties are to meet in the Ante-room of Masters' Chambeiv 
and the summonses will be inserted in the Printed List for the dty 
after the Summonses to be heard before the Master sitting in Ohambei^ 
and will be called over by the Attendant on the respiective Booni'^ 
for a first and second time at 11.30, and will be dealt with by ths 
Master in the same manner as if they were returnable at Cbamben. 

Bt Obdeb or THE MA0ni& 



HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE. 
QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 

MASTERS IN CHAMBERS FOR TRINITY SITTINGS, 1896. 

A to F. 

Mondays 

Wednesdays. . ,\ Master Kate. 

Fridays 

Tuesdays 

Thursdays . 

Saturdays . 



Mondays 

Wednesdays. 

Fridays 

Tuesdays 
Thursdays . 
Saturdays . 



Mondays 

Wedn^days. 

Fridays 

Tuesdays 
Thursdays . 
Saturdays • 



Master Johnson until the 11th July, 
inclusive, after that day Hsster 
PoLLOOK until the end of the 
Sittings. 

G to N. 

Master Macdonell. 



Master Walton 

O to Z. 

Master Abohibald. 

Master Wilbebfobob. 
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HIGH COURT OP JUSTICE. 
PBOBATE, DIVOROE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 



TRINITY SITTINGS, 1896. 



PROBATE AND MATRIMONIAL. 
The Oaiues set down for trial will be taken in the following 



DnmiONAL OouBT, Tnesdays, 2nd June, 7th July, and 4th Angnst. 

UkDMfBBSED Matbimohial Causbs wlU be taken on Tuesday, 2nd, 
Wedneadaj, 3rd, Thursday, 4th, Friday, 5th, and Saturday, 
Gth June. 

Oquoh Jubt Causes, Tuesday, 9th June, to (Friday, 19th June» 
ineliuiye. 
Probate and Matrimonial Gommon Jury Causes will form one List* 
nd lie taken in the order in which they are set down 

JkiBATB AST} DsnorDKO Matbdconial Causes fob Hbabutg befobe 
TBM CouBT Itself, Saturday, 20th June, to Saturday, 18th July, 
inoliuiTe. 

Pvobate and Defended Matrimonial Causes will form one List, and 
in the order in whioh they are set down. 

toOAL Jubt Causes, Tuesday, 21st July, to Saturday, 1st Augnst, 
iaelnsiTe. 
^obate and Matrimonial Special Jury Causes will form one List, 
nd be taken in the order in which they are set down. 

A Smpfiemeniai LUt of Undefended and Defended Causes Without 
M ^vnU be published, to come on after the Special Juries are 






8U1I1IOH8B8 befobe THE JuDOE wiU be heard at 11 o'clock, and 
otioBB will be heard in Court at 12 o'clock on Monday, June 8th, 
*nd <m each succeeding Mouday during the Sittings. 



before the Registrars will be heard at the Probate 
^ Somerset House, on each Tuesday and Friday during the 
at half-past 11 o'clock. 

An Papers for Motions on Mondays must be left [in the Contentious 
nartment of the Principal Probate Registry at Somerset House 
lore 2 o'clock f.m. on the preceding Wednesday. 



ADMIRALTY. 

ks CouBT will sit in the Royal Courts of Justice — 

At 10.90 Ajf. en every Week-day, except Monday, and at 11 a.m. 
on every Monday, from Tuesday, June 2nd, until Wednesday, 
Angnst 12th, inclusiye. 

A Diriaional Court will dt on the first Tuesday in each month 
during the Sittings, when necessary. 



in Chambers will be taken at 11, and Motions in Court 
at 11.80 every Monday during the Sittings. 

An Papers for Motions and for Summonses to be heard before the 
Judge must be left in the Admiralty Registry, Royal Courts of 
JuBtioe (fioom 738), on the Wednesday preceding. 



before the Registrar wUl be heard at the Admiralty 
Registry, Royal Courts of Justice (fioom 729 or 730), at 11 a.m., 
on every Wednesday and Saturday during the same period. 



The Admiral^ Registry and the Marshal's Office are on the Third 
PkMT of the West Wing, in Rooms Noe. 729 to 744, and are open 
from 10 to 4, except on Saturday and during the Long Vacation, 
the Chfistoias Vacation, and on Whit Tuesday, when the hours 
are from 10 to 2. 



The Long Vacation is from August 13th to October 28rd, and the 
Christmas Vacation from December 24th to January 6th, 
indudve. 

The Offices are closed on Good Friday, Easter Eve, Easter Monday 
and Tuesday, and MThit Monday, also on Christmas Day, and 
the next following working day. 

Registrar's Room, 730 ; Assistant Regintrar's Room, 729 ; Reference 
Room, 743; Waiting Room, 744. 



INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 



HONOURS EXAMINATION. 



APRIL, 1896. 



*i»* The names of the SoUoUon to uham the Candidates served under 
Artides of Clerkship are printed in itdlies. 



At the Examination for Honours of Candidates for Admission on 
the Roll of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the Examinaium Com- 
mittee recommended the following as being entitled to Honorary 
Distinction : — 

FIRST CLASS. 

[In order of Merit] 

1. Stephen Miall, B.Sc., LL.B. 

Mr. Robert Pearce, of the firm of Messrs. Baylis dfc Pearoe, 
of London. 

2. Habold Gbobob Downbb, LLB. 

Mr. Joseph Edmund Sheppard King and Mr. Alexander 
Davidson Kemp, holh of London. 

3. Gbobge QoaLora Plant. 

Mr. Arthur ChaXUnor, of the firm of Messrs, ChaXUnors, of 
Haidey, Staffordshire. 

SECOND CLASS. 

[In Alphabetical Order.] 

Hbbbebt Gbimbhaw Bell, LL.B. 

Mr, Ridftard Sharpies, of Aeerington. 

Edwin Jakes Chessheb. 

Mr. Herbert Edward Adams, of the firm of Messrs. Adams dfe 
Hugonin, of London. 

Habold Costeb Dbtland. 

Mr. Robert Coster Dryland, of Reading. 

James Rowan Hereon, M.A., LLM. 

Mr. James WiUoox Alsop, of the firm of Messrs. Alsop, Stevens, 
Harvey A Crooks, of Liverpodl. 

Hbnbt Robbbt Hodqkinson. 

Messrs. Smith, Pinsent A Co., of Birmingham; and Messrs, 
Fidd, Rosooe A Co., of London. 

Wiluam Samuel Jones. 

Mr. Lewis Rees Thomas, of Carnarvon. 

Gbobge Ktle. 

Mr, Robert Archer, of the firm of Dickson, Archer A Thorp, 
of Alnwick ; and Messrs. Marwsan, Ward A CotUer, of 
London. 

William Mabk Ptbus. 

Mr. William Mark Pyhus, of Neweastle-<m-Tyne. 
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PsBOT Coleman Simmonb. 

Mr. Henry Lewis Arnold, of London. 

EUAS MiLLWABD WaTTS. 

Mr. Barth Qidley, of the firm of Meeers, 0, Gidley & Son, of 
Plymouth. 



[May 30, 1896. 



THIKD CLASS. 

[In Alphabetical Order.] 

Nathasisl Basrbtt Wabnxb Bbohlet, B.A. 

Mr, Frederick Chorge Fitch, of the firm of Meswe, Clapham, 
Fitch d; Co., of London. 

Alfrbd Dod8. 

Messrs, Sharpe, Parker, Prichards & Barham, of London, 
Tom Hatkbs Duffsll. 

Messrs, Neiwlands A Neiolands, of Jarrow and Newcastle-on- 
Tyne; and Mr, Arthur SmUh, of Birmingham, 

SofON Fbabxb. 

Mr. Percy Charles Bay, of London. 

Rowland Guthbie Jokes. 

Mr. Charles MiUard and William Bobert Davies, both of 
DdgeUy ; and Mr. Daniel Jones, of London. 

HOWABD LawBANOS. 

Mr, Henry Hart Myers and Mr. John Ahercrombie Holds- 
worth, of London. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accordingly 
giyen Class Certificates and awarded the following Prizes of Books : — 

To Mr. 8. MiaU— Prize of the Honourable Society of Clement's 
Inn — ^Valne about lOZ. ; and the Daniel Beardon Prize — 
Value about 20 guineas. 

To Mr. H, G. Doumer— Prize of the Honourable Society of Clifford's 
Inn— Value 10 guineas ; and * The John Mac^ll Prize * — 
Value about 121. 

To Mr. G, G. PiaiO— Prize of the Honourable Society of New 
Inn — ^Value 10 guineas. 

The Council have giyen Class Certificates to the Candidates in 
the Second and Third Classes. 

Forty-fiye Candidates gaye notice for the Examination. 
By Order of the Council. 

E. W. WlLLLiMBON, 

Secretary. 
Law SooDBTT'd Hall, Chancebt Lane, Londok, 
20(h May, 1896. 



INCOEPOEATED LAW SOCIETY. 



PRELIMINABT EXAMINATION, 



THE FOLLOWING CANDIDATES (WHOSE NAMES ABB IN 
ALPHABETICAL ORDER) WERE SUCCESSFUL AT THE 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION HELD ON THE era asd 
7th may, 1896 :— 



Harold Edward Adam 
John Alexander Aldred 
Charles Egerton Appleton 
Charles Henry Aubrey 
John William Atkinson 
John Norman Bailey 
Frederick Isaac Baker 
Thomas Ernest Baker 
Capel Colquhoun Berger 
Burton Loyewell Blake 
Richard Brown Briscoe 
Alfred BuU 

WilUam Ernest Burman 
Reginald Burton 
PhUip Sidney Carden 
Harold Willoughby Cleayer 
Charles Wilfred Coghlan 
William Henry Cooper 
Morgan Dayies 
Reginald de Momay Dayies 
Norman Dewhurst 
Percy Etty Dimes 
Arthur Edward Dowley 
John Thorn Drury 
Frank Maydew Duncalf 
Alexander Eames 
Harry Conway Edington 
Cecil Forward 
Basil Vincent Frisby 
Edward Houghton Fry 
Percy Reginald Frederic Gash 
Arthur Lloyd Griffith 
Percy Melyille Heath 
Henry Hoyle 
Thomas.Hulme 
Walter George Jaoomb-Hood 
Ronald Garland Jayne 
John Francis Fielder Johnson 



Daniel Milton Jones 
Howard Mercer Jones 
Harry Kennard 
Walter Kinlock Kitson 
Herbert Lee 
Leonard William liell 
Edwin MaoKenzie 
Edward Dickson McNaughUn 
Kenneth James Maples 
Edgar Ralph Metchim 
Arthur Moore 
Lionel Arthur Morris 
William George Wingate Morrii 
Heniy Wadsworth Munk 
Charles Amoe Neale 
Lancelot Newton 
George Henry Olley 
Henry William Peach 
Charles Worth Pearoe 
Cyril Haryey Pearoe 
Stirteyant Piggin 
Arthur Alexander Pitoaini 
Charles Henry Oliyor Pook 
Thomas Wame Rawlings 
Alfred Cooper Rawson 
Llewellyn Stuart Richardioa 
Henry Montagu Ryland 
Walter Anderton Thompson 
Thomas Buckley Timmms 
Charles Lucas Townsend 
Elyard Featherstone Walmiiier 
Horaoe Ainsworth Weston 
Francis George White 
William Prinsep White 
Samuel Wickins 
Lancelot Wilkinson 
Harold Kentish Wright 



By Order of the OounoU, 

E. W. WlLUAlOOV, 

Law Sogiett's Hall, Chanoebt Lane. 
20^ May, 1896. 



NOW BEADT. Boyal 12ma» (doth, 18s. 6d. 



With NoteB and CroMi Befeienoes and an Appendix containing snoh existing Statutes 
gtiU ai&ot buUding operatkms within the Administratiye Counf -* * 



•*A yvf 
LMdon."— 2ft« 



THE LONDON BUILDING ACT. 1894. 

ading the Public Health (London) Aet, 1891) m 
, of London; also^the ^e^ws, Begnlatkms end Oiden of tbe 
London Ooonty Ooondl and of the GommiaDoneni of Sewers of the City of London. 

By W. BUSSBLL GBIFFITHS, I1L.B., 

Of ihs Ifmer Tmple, Editor of *' 2%e Statutes Begulamg London BmUtksgi^ 

AND 

FRANCIS W. PBMBEB, M.A., 

Of LkmoMs Iim, Draftsman of the Bill as originally introdvued into ike House of Commons, 

•od qmAiI hsBdteok to tht nltfeot cT IraUdliig in nflsnnMto '"Dm edtton hare performed their tMk fn en adninble way, and bate gijg* 

wliaft wffl protably be the HandaRl work ftr atne jaua en thi LoMka MVI 
Aet.'*— XawrteMt. 



The nolee are 9ood, and the whele woifc wffl be ef great nae to lawTeie whose 
callathem to imdecrtaaA the bolldfaig Uw tor LoDdoiL''--I«w /iNcnial^ 



London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LDnrKD, Law Pablishera, 27, Fleet Street, E.C. 
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Just published. Crown 8vo., cloth, Ss. 6d. net 

THE POLITICAL LAWS OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 

WITH AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE CONSTITUTION OF THE ORANGE FREE STATE, 
Translated by W. A. MAOFADYEN, B.A., LIj.B., 

Laie Scholar of Brasenose College, Oxford ; Advocate of the Supreme Court, Cape Colony^ and of the High Court, 

South African RepMic. 



London: WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Limited, Law Publishers, 27, FLEET STREET, E.G. 
J. C. JUTA & CO., CAPE TOWN, PORT ELIZABETH, AND JOHANNESBURG. 

ZTow Beady. Third Edition, thoroughly revised to date» demy 8vo., oloth, 158. 

THE LAW OF COPYRIGHT, 

nroLUBiNO 
The AHEBIOAN GOFTBI&HT ACT, the BERNE CONVENTION, the conseqnent OfiDEB IN OOUNOIL, 

AHD CA8E8 TO DATE, ALSO REFERENCE TO, AND EXPLANATION OF, THE CUSTOMS ACT OF 1876 RELATING TO THE 
IMPORTATION OF PIRATED EDITIONS OF ENGLISH COPYRIGHT BOOKS BY THE BRITISH COLONIES. 

By THOMAS EDWARD SCRUTTON, M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, 

Leeiurer in ChmmoH Law to the Ineorporaied Law Soeiety, 
* Ve think it It not only the easieBt, bat the most luefal and pnotloal work on copyright ** — Law Quartedjf Beview. 

Lohdoh: WILLIAM 0L0WE3 & SONS, Lhhtid, Law PuBusHms, 27, Flivt Stbut, E.O. 

Just Pabliahed. Boyal 8vo., olotb, 268. 

NORMAN'S DEATH DUTY TABLES 



Coxnpvtalx&iC lx& sua EacpcuAdL^d PomiA 

Tables L, IL, III., appended to the Saccesgion Duty Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Yiot., a 51), for yalning Saooessions 
lod Annuities ; also Disoount, Interest, Rate per Cent., and other Tables, with numerous examples to illustrate 
ibeii Ttse and application. 

By A. W. NORMAN, B.A., B.Sc. (Lond), 

Of the Legacy and Sncoenion Daly Office, Author of '*A Digest of the Death Dotiee.'* 
Lohdoh: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Publishebs, 27, Fleet Stbbht, E.0. 

JUST FTJBIalSHSD. D«my 8vo., dioth, 10b. 6d. 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 

(THE LAW RELATING TO). 

OOKFEUDDfO 

THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACTS. 1875 TO 1898. AS AMENDED BY THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT, 1895. 

TtntOier with an AppmiUx, eontaining Modti Rules, and tk« Forma appended to the Treasury Befftdations, 1896. 

By P. BADEN PULLER, BJL. (Oxon.), 

Of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
Lohdoh : WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LmrmH Law Pqblisheks, 27, Plkbt Street, E.O. 
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MAY'S PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE. 

Tefdh Edition. Botfol 800., doih, 46«. Ealf-calf, 50f. 

A TREATISE on the LAW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARLIAMENT. 

BT Snt THOMAS EHSKINE MAT, K.O.B., D.OX., 

OUrk of (Ke Route qf Oommont, and Beneher of tk& MiddU TmpU, 
TENTH EDITION. 
BOOKS L and 11. Edited by Sir Esginald F. D. Palqbaye, E.O.B., Clerk of the House of Ck>mmoii8. 
BOOK in. Edited by Alfred Bohham-Cabteb, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, a Member of the Cooit 
of Befereee of Friyate Bills (House of Commons). 



««Tht pceMot Ibim cT th* ttmUm to Sir Bcglnald FUpmr^'s own; U to a mommMnt of hto labour and cT hto akfll, and will be aa vnftal to ■liidHilB In tti ] 
▲mcKieaB. and Goknlal UnlTvaitlM as to membeia of all BulUmeDta In the Britlab £inpire.'^-flU Atkaumm, 

Loroov: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LiMmn), Law Publishibs, 27, Flmr Stubt, E.a 



ZrOW BBADT. Fourth Edition, witli Portrait. Grown 8vo., dloth. 78. 6d. 

THE HISTOBT OF THE ENGLISH PARLIAMENT: 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years (800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GN E 1ST, Author of •« The Histoiy of the EngUAOonstitatioiL* 

TrandaUd hy Professor A. H. EEANE, B.A., F.B.G.a 

«En|^idi leaden will oertalnly wdoome a history of the Bngliah Pwliament hj the gieafteit Utiiig authority on flie OaatisBBt"" 

** It oompletoi the T«st forrej of oar English iastitations ... to whioh wo great a portioa of Dr. Gneisf s laborious lifo hat bNS 
deyoted."— JMv Nmm. , 

Londov: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Lmmn), Law Pububhkbs, 27, Plkbt Strkbt, B.0. 
CHEAP EDPnON. Damy SrOb, dloth. 10s. 

THE HISTOBT OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Professor of Law in the UniTersity of Berlin. 

TranOaUd (y FHHiIP A. ASHWOBTH, ofihe hmer TmnpU, Btq^ BanideMMi-lxm. 

** No foreigner has done moxe than Profeasor Gneist to examine and make clear the history and natare of the English OonstitntioiL. • • 
He dieonMee snoh rital qneetionB as, Whither are we drifting ? How far do reoent changes in the franchise accord ^ith the whole ipim« 
the constitation ? What is in store for ns with democracy supreme ? On such questions as these the opinion of a foreifinier who is a >o^^ 
hnt no bookwonn, and who has sednlously studied our institutions, is certainly much more weighty than that of most Englishmen. . . • » 
this time these yolumes are especially instructiye. They cast light on almost all the great questions of onxrent politics." — Tim», 

%* lAhrary Edition, 2 vol8^, 8vo., 32s. 
Lokdon: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limitid, Law Pdblishsbs, 27, Fubt Stbbbt, E.O. 

RoytU SvO; clothf 5s. 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giying a (general Summary of the Act and a oopious and useful Index, both to the Sections of the Act and the different ^^^^^ 
of the synopsis, with the Forms used and instructions as to the Duty. To which is also added the Finance Aot, 1894, and a list oi W 
Forms used in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

{Of ike Legtiey Duty Office, Somerset Houee)^ 

AVTHOB or TBI **TABIiB QT THB XKCTJBR DBATH DXTTDBB," **A BBOBT INDEX,** >T0., BTa 
•*wmbeSNiiMlw6fUlaiii«sleHogthelntTlGadMoftheme0rare.''--3yMf]k. I •• A ▼er7 0erTioMa>1eoomraiil(mtothoMwkoMdal7UlitoMMlerftdlfl«tt^* 

«• Pnscirts .... spedAl lutriicllooB as to tlM sew dn^."— AiOir Tdegrofk, \ ptfUameiit.''^£Aio Jtmrwd. 

London : WILLIAM CLOWES ft SONS, Ldiitbd, Law Pubusbbbs, 27, Flbbt Stbbbt, B.O. 
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Chapter. 



TITLE. 



Date of Royal Assent. 



7 
8 



Caruolidated Fund (2Vb. 2) Act, 1896 



May 21 , 



Life Aswrance Companies (Payment into Court) Aety May 21 
1896. I 

Load OovemmeiU {D^rmination of I>ifference$) Act, i May 21 < 
1896. 1 



When Act to come into Operation. 

^ • ■ 

Not Bpeoified. 
Not specified. 

Not specified. 



r 



SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 

TRINITY SITTINGS, 1896. 



I 



THE COURT OF APPEAL. 



Appeal Ooubt I. — Notices. 

dKcn's Bench Interlocutory Appeals will be taken in Court I. on Tuesday, June 2, and afterwards on eyery Monday in Trinity 
Sittings. Bankruptcy Appeals will be taken on Friday, June 5, and following Fridays. 

rct'fl Bench Final Appeals- and New Trial Motions will be taken in Court I. in alternate weeks daring the Sittings. New Trial 
Motions will be taken in Court I. on Tuesday, June 2, and following days in that week. Final Appeals in the second week. 

hHixxDiAAjs and Fridays Final Appeals or New Trial Motions will be token if there are not enough Interlocutory or Bankruptcy 

Appeals for a day*s Paper. 

fadralty Appeals (with Attessors) will be taken in Court I. on days specially appointed by the Court, notice of which will appear 
/ in the Daily Uauso List. 



I 



Appeal Coubt II.— Notices. 



, — Interlocutory Appeals from the Chancery and Probate and Diy(»oe Divisions will be taken in Court II. on Tuesday, June 

and afterwards on every Wednesday in Trinity Sittings. 

j^. — Subject to Chancery Interlocutory Appeals on Wednesdays, Chancery Final Appeals will be taken every day in Court II. 

until further notice. 

•When the Interlocutory Appeals are not enough for a day's Paper, Chancery Final Appeals will be added on Interlocutory days. 

xa from the Lancaster and Durham Palatine Courts (if any) will be taken in Court II. on Thursday, June 4, Thursday, July 2, 

and Thursday, August 6. 



>: 



From the Chancery Division, 
Judgments Reserved. 



Final List. 



1896. 



CoDDack 



E.1 wards appl. of Attomev-Gen. 

from order of Mr. Justice Chitty, 

dated March 23, 1895 restored 

c. a. V. Nov. 4 

L rPresesnt, The Lord ChanoeUor, 

I Lord Jnstlce A. L. Smith, and 

I Lord Justice Rigby) 

1886. 

If K. M. Watkins (Petnr.) v. W. T. P. Watkins | 
(Respt) Divorce appl. of Respt. 
from onler of the President, dated i 
Jan. 27, 1896 c.'a. v. May 5 

i-Bndd James appl. of Defts. W. S. G. I 

\ Jame and ors. from order of Mr. 

^ Justice Kekewich, dated March I 

It, 1896 c. a. V. May 19 



From the Chancery Division, 



Final List. 



(In re Whettam 
'^Parsons 



1896. 



„ (In re Pitcaim 
* (Brandreth . 



Donnithome appl. of Defts., N. 
Donnlttionie and anr. fh>m order of 
Mr. Justice North, dated May 3, 
1895 (not before July 1) Angnst 9 

Colvln appl. of Pltff. from oixier of 
Mr. Jui^tice North, dated Nov. 5, 
1895 (8.0. June 5) December 16 

1896. 

3 In re The Puerto, Cabello k Valencia Ry. Co. Id- 
and Companies Acts, 1860 to 1890 
appl. of The Puerto, Cabello & 
Valencia Ry. Co. Id. from order 
of Mr. Justice Stirling, dated Jan. 
11, 1896 part heard (s.o. June 25) 
February 27 

Waite appl. of Thomas Hiscoe fhtm 
order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, 



jInreHlflooe 
IHlsooe 



dated Feb. 29, 1896 oitler not 
perfected March 13 

6 In re The International Commercial Co. Id. & Co.'s 

Acts, 1862 to 1890 appl. of John 
Oakden Swlil from order of Mr. 
Justice Romer, dated ManJi 9, 
1896 part heard (first day of 

.r «^« »*«*"8»r March IB 

g (In re Macduff 

^ (Macduff Macduff appl. of Attorney-Gen. 

fh)m order of Mr. Justice Stirling, 
dateJ Feb. 25, 1896 March 36 

7 In i« the Tomarl Co. Id. k Co.'s Acts appl. of 

Alfrei Goort ftrom order of Mr. 
Ju^ti:e Vangban Williams, dated 
Jan. 30, 1896 April 1 

8 In re The Tmde Mark No. 58,405 and Patents, 

Dcpigus, &c. Acta, 1883 to 1888 
appl. of John Rosetree from order 
of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated 
March 31, 1896 onler not per- 
fe.ted April 1 

9 Paterson The Gas Light & Coke Co. appl. of 

Deft. Co. from order of Mr. Justice 
Kekewich, dated March 18, 1896 
April 21 
\_Continued on page 170] 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 



TRINITY SITTINGS, 1896. 



Tuesday, June 2 

Wednesday „ 3 

Thubsday „ 4 

Friday „ 5 

Saturday „ 6 



Monday 



Monday 



Tuesday 
Wednesday 



Tuesday 
Wednesday 



8 



Tuesday „ 9 

Wednesday „ 10 



Thursday „ 11 
Friday „ 12 

Saturday „ 13 



15 



16 
17 



Thursday „ 18 

Friday „ 19 

Saturday „ 20 

Monday „ 22 



23 
24 



Thursday „ 25 
Friday „ 26 

Saturday „ 27 



Court OF Appeal. 



AFFEAL OOOST, I. 

Final and Interlocutory AmaedU 
from Ike Qusen's BenekDwitum, 
the Probate, Divorce, and Ad- 
miralty Division {Admiralty^ 
and the Queen's Bench Division 
sitting in Bankruptcy. 

Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mnb. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions and 
New Trial Paper if reqd. 

New Trial Paper 
Ditto. 

Bkcy. Aps. and New Trial 

Paper. 
New Trial Paper 



Ap. Mns. ex p. — Grig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. and Q.B. 
Final Appeals if reqd. 

Q.B. Final Appeals . 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Bkcy. Aps. and Q. B. Final 

Appeals. 
Q.B. Final Appeals . 



Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions and 
New Trial Paper if reqrl. 

New Trial Paper 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Bkcy. Aps. and New Trial 

Paper. 
New Trial Paper 



AFFEAL COnBT, H. 

Ftnal and Tnterlocutory Appeals 
from the C^netry and Probate, 
JHvoree, and A^niralty Divi- 
sions (Probate and Divorce), 
and the County PdUUine and 
Stannaries Courts. 

Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 

— Aps. from Ords. made 

on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 

& Ch. Final Aps. .if reqd. 

, Chancery Final Appeals . 

County Palatine Aps. and 
Chancery Final Appeals. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 

Ditto. 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 
& Ch. Final Aps. if reqd. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 

Ditto. 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 
& Ch. Final Aps. if reqd. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 



Ap. Mns. <x p. — Orig. Mns. ! 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made | 
on Inter. Mns. and Q.B. ' 
Final Appeals if reqd. 

Q.B. Final Appeals . . i 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Bkcy. Aps. and Q. B. Final 

Appeals. 
Q. B. Final Appeals 



Ditto. 
Ditto. 

Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 
& Ch. Fmal Aps. if reqd. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 

Ditto. 
Ditto. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE- 



OEAJrOEST OOUBT, 1. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Chitty. 

Mns. & Non-Witness List. 



Non- Witness List . 
Ditto. 

Mns. & Non-Witness List. 

Pets., Short Can., Op. Pets., 
Pro. Sums., and Non- 
Witness List. 

Sitting in Chambers 



Non-Witness List. 
Ditto. 



Mns. for Mr. Justice Nobth, 

& Non-Witness List. 
Mns. & Non-Witness List. 

Pets., Sht. Can., Pro. Sums., 
Op. Pets., & Non-W. List, 
including Unop. Pets, for 
Mr. Justice North. 

Sitting in Chambers 



Non-Witness List 
Ditto . 



Mns. for Mr. Justice North, 

and Non-Witness List. 
Mns. & Non-Wilness List. 



Pets., Sht. Can., Op. Pets., 
Pro. Sums.,& Non-W. List, 
including iJuop. Pets, for 
Mr. Justice Norih. 

Sitting in Chambers 



Witness List 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 
Ditto. 
Ditto. 



OEAVCEBT 0011X1,1 

Before 
Mr. Justice Norte 

Motions and Adj. Smui., 



Adjourned Snmmanses j 
Ditto . . . 

Motions and Adj. Som^ 

Short Causes, Pets, fi 
ther ConsidentioBi,^ 
Adjourned SimuaasMi 

Sitting in Chamben. | 



WitnesB Actioni . ! 
Ditto . . . 



Ditto. . . \ 

Ditto. . . i 

Ditto. . . ! 

Sitting in Chamben j 



Witness Actions ! 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 
Ditto. 
Ditto. 



Sitting in Chamben 



Adjourned Summoafa < 
Ditto . 



Mns. for Mr. JostiwCaf 

and Adjourned Sasa* 

Motions snd A4j- Satf* 

Sht Can., Pets, For. €«• 
and Adjooned SsjJ 
including ITaop- " 
for Mr. Justice Cvrrii 
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TRINITY SITTINGS, 1896. 



CHANCERY DIVISION. 



LOKD OEAVOELLOS'S OOnBT. 

Before 

Mr. Justice Stirling. 

MotioDBy Adioumed SnmmonBeB, and 
* General Paper. 



General Paper 
• Ditto . 



MotiuL, Adjd. Snmnfl., & Gen« Paper 

Stkort GaaaeB, Petitions, Adjoonied 
SmnznonaeBy and General raper. 

Sitttng in Chambers 



General Paper 
IKtto 



KotioaiB for Kr. Justice Kbkkwich 

and General Paper. 
MolMsia, Adjonmed Snmmonsei; and 

General Paper. 
Eht. CaiL, Petns. (including Unop. 

'Petna. for Mr. Justice Kekswich), 
Adjd. Somns., and General Paper. 

Sitting in Chamben 



General Paper 
Ditto 



for Mr. Justice Kkkswich 

and General Paper. 
XotioDsi, Adioumed Summonses, and 

General Paper. 
Sht OaiL, Petns. (including Unop. 

Petns. for Mr. Justice Kekxwich), 

Adjd. Sumns., and General Paper. 

Sitting in Chambers 



Wftneae ActioikB 
Ditio 



General 
Paper. 



CHANCERT COUBT, 17. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Kekewich. 

The following will be the Order of 
Business according to the days of 
the week : — 

Monday — Sitting in Chambers. 

Tuesday . 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday— (except June 12th and 
19th), Motions and Adjourned 
Siunmonses. 

i The first day of the Sittings, 
Tuesday, June 2nd, will also be a 
Motion. day, and Fijday, August 
7th, will be the last day of which 
notice of Motion can be giyen 
without special leave. 

In addition Mr. Justice SmLtNo's 
Motions and Unopposed Petitions 
wiU be taken on Thursdays, 
June 25th, and July 2nd. 

Saturday (except June 13th aAd 
20th)— Bhort Causes, Petitions, 
and Non-Witness Actions or Ad- 
journed Summonses. 

Acticms for Trial with Witnesses will 
be taken on Tuesday, June 9^ 
and continued until the end of 
the following week. Motions and 
Unopposed Petitions will be 
heard during that period by Mr. 
Justice Stdulino. 

Actions for Trial with Witnesses 
will also be taken at other times. 
Notice will be given in the Daily 
Cause List 

Bunne98 in ths Liverpool and Man- 
chester District Begistries will he 
toJsen asfoOmos : — 

Summonses in Chambers on every 

other Friday Afternoon, com- 

■ menoing with Friday, June 12th. 

Motions, Short Causes, Petitions, 
and Adioumed Summonses on 
every other Saturday, commenc- 
ing with Saturday, June 27th. 
Urgent Appiications will be heard 
on Saturday, June 6th. 



OEAICEBT tlOUST, m. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Romer. 

Actions transferred for Trial or 
Hearing only will be taken in the 
order in the Cause List on every 
day of the Sittings, from June 2nd 
to August 12th, both inclusive. 



IHtto 
I>itto 
I>iUo 



Tuesday, June 



Wednbsdat 
Thubsdat 


n 
w 


3 

4 


Fbidat 


»} 


5 


Satukdat 


n 


6 



Monday 



Tuesday 
Wednesday 


>1 


9 
10 


Thujmday 


M 


11 


Fbiday 


» 


12 


Satubday 


n 


13 


Monday 


*9 


15 


Tuesday 
Wednesday 




16 
17 



Thubsday „ 18 
Friday „ 19 

Saturday „ 20 



Monday 



22 



Tuesday 
Wednesday 




23 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURK 



TRINITY SITTINGS, 1896— <»n«ntt«f. 



Monday, June 2 



Tuesday „ 80 

WednssdaYi July 1 



Thubsday „ 2 

Fbiday, „ 8 

Saturday ,, 4 

Monday „ 6 



Tuesday 
Wednesday 



Thursday 
Friday 

Saturday 



Monday 



Tuesday 
Wednesday 



Thursday 
Friday 

Saturday 



Monday 



9 

10 

11 



18 



14 
15 



16 
17 

18 



20 



Tuesday 
Wednesday 


9) 


21 
22 


Thursday 
Friday 


» 


28 

21 


Saturday 


» 


25 



Court OF Appeal. 



APPEAL COVBT, L APPEAL COUBT, U. 



Ap. Mns. ex p. — Grig. Mns. 
— Aps. from OrdB.;made 
on Inter. Mns. & Kew 
Trial Paper if reqd. 

New Trial Paper . 
Ditto. 



Ditto. • « 

Bankruptcy Appeals and 

New Trial Paper. 
New Trial Paper • , 



Ap. Mns. ex p, — Grig. Mns. 
—Ape. from Orders made 
on Inter. Mns. and Q.B. 
Final Appeals if reqd. 

Q. B. Final Appeals. 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 
Bankruptcy Appeals and 

Q. B. Final Appeals. 
Q.B. Final Appeals. 

Ap. Mns. ez p. — Orig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made, 
on Inter. Mns. & New 
Trial Paper if reqd. 

New Trial Paper 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 
Bkcy. Aps. & N. T. Paper 

New Trial Paper • 

Ap. Mns. ex p.— Orig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. and Q. B. 
Final Appeals if reqd. 

Q.B. Final Appeals. 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 
Bankruptcy Appeals and 

Q. B. Final Appeals, 
Q.B. Final Appeals. 



Chancery Final Appeals • 



Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Ijiter. Mns. (sep. List) 
& Gb. Final Aps. if reqd. 

County Palatine Appeals 
& Chancery Final Aps. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 

Ditto. . . 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. ex p, — Orig. Mns. 

— ^Aps. from Ords. made 

on Inter. Mns. (sep. List), 

& Ch. Final Aps. if reqd. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns.*^ 

— Aps. from Ords. made 

on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 

& Ch. Final Aps. if reqd. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 

Ditto . . . . 

Ditto. 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. ex p.-^Orig. Mns. 

—Aps. from Ords. made 

on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 

& Ch. Final Aps. if reqd. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 

Ditto. 

Ditto; 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 



CHANCEBTCOUBTL 

Before 
Mr. Justice Chttty. 



Sitting in Chambers. • 



Witness List . 
Ditto . 



Ditto. 

Ditto. • • • 

Ditto. • • 

Sitting in Chambers. 



Non-Witness List • 
Ditto . 



• • 



Ditto. 
Mns. and Non- Witness List 

Pets., Short Causes, Pro. 

Sums., 0pp. Pets., and 

Non- Witness Lost. 
Sitting in Chambers. • 



Non-Witness List 
Ditto . 



Ditto. 
Mns. and Non-Witness List 

Potns., Sh. C Pro. Sumns., 
Opp. Petns. ft Non-Wit- 
ness List 

Sitting in Chambers. • 



Non-Witness List 
Ditto. 



Ditto. . . . 
Mns. and Non-Witness List 

Petns., Sh. C Opp. Peins., 
Pro. Sumns., & Non-Wit- 
ness List 



aHAICIEBTOOnST,n. 

Before 
Mr. Justice North. 



Sitting in Chambers. • 



Adjourned Sunmionses . 
Ditto. . • . 



Motions (for Mr. Justice 

Chitty) & Adjd. Somiu. 

Mtns. & Adjourned QomuL 

Sh. C Pctns., Fur. Con- 
siderations, i A^joimied 
Sumns. (inc. Un< ^. Fetna . 
for Mr. Justice CflirTT). 

Sitting in Chambers. 



General Paper. 
Ditto . 



Ditto .... 
Mtns. & Adjourned Sumns- 

Short Causes, PetitioD8y 
Further Coii8identioiu» 
and Adjourned Snnms. 

Sitting in Chamben. • 



General Paper. 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Motions and Adjourned 
Summonses. 

Short Causes, PeiilioiLS 
Further Considcrationi, 
& Adjourned Summonsca. 

Sitting in Chambers. 



General Paper. 
Ditto. 



Ditto. • . . 

Motions and Adjourned 
Summonses. 

Short Causes, Petltiooa, 
Further Considerations* 
and A4Jonmcd Sum- 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 






TRINITY SITTINGS, lS%—cmlinued. 





CHANCERY DIVISION. 



LOSD dHANOELLOS'S COUBT. 

Before 

Mr. Justice Stirling. 



Sittiog in Chambers 



WitnesB Acttona 
Ditto 



Ditto 
Ditto 
Ditto 



CHANCEBT C0T7BT, IV. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Kekewich. 



gitting in Chambera 



General Paper 
Ditto 



LJ Ditto 

Moiioitti, Adioumed Summonsee, and 

General Paper. 
Short CauflOB, Petitions, Adjourned 

SmnmonseB, and General Paper. 

Sitting in Chambers 



General Paper 
Ditto 



Ditto 

tiOOB^J 

General Paper. 
MSti Canses, Pel 
SommanBefl, and General Paper. 

Sitting in Chambers 



MotionB, Adioumed Summonses, and 

General Paper. 
Shcot Cansea, Petitions, Adjourned 
"Pi 



Genera] Paper 
Ditto 



Ditto 

Ifotionfl, Adjourned Summonses, and 

General Paper. 
Short Causes, Petitions, Adjourned 

Smnmonses, and General Paper. 



ISee page 1Q52 



CHANCEBT COUBT, HL 

Before 
Mr. Justice Romer. 
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Tuesday „ 30 

Wednesday, July 1 



Thvrsday 
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Saturday 



Monday 



I 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 

TRINITY SITTINGS, Vm—continued. 



Monday, July 27 



TUB3DAT „ 28 

Wednesday „ 29 



Thursday „ 30 

Friday „ 31 

Saturday, Aug. 1 

Monday „ 3 



Tuesday „ 4 

Wednesday „ 5 



Thursday „ 6 

Friday „ 7 

Saturday „ 8 

Monday „ 10 



Tuesday „ 11 

Wednesday „ 12 



Court of Appeal. 



APPEAL COnBT, L 



Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions and 
New Trial Paper if reqd. 

New Trial Paper 

Ditto 



Ditto. 
Bkoy. Apg. & N. T. Paper 

New Trial Paper . . 



Ap. Mns. ex p, — Orig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions and 
Q. B. Final A^ips. if jreqd. 

Q. B. Final Appeals 
Ditto. 



Ditto. 
Bkcy. Aps. & Q. B. F. Aps. 
Q. B. Final Appeals 

Ap, Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions and 
New Trial Paper if reqd. 

New Trial Paper 
Ditto. 



N.B,-- Admiralty Appeali (with 
AnesBon) vfUlbe taken on daff$ 
to be appointed hg'the OaurC, 



APPEAL OOTTST, IL 



Chancery Final Appeals . 



Ditto. 
A p. Mns. ex jx — Orig. Mns. 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 
& Ch. Final Aps. if reqd. 
Chancery Final Appeals . 
Ditto 

Ditto 



Ditto. 



Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 
& Ch. Final Aps.^reqd. 

County Palatine Aps. and 
Chancery Final Appeals. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 

Ditto, 
Ditto, 



Ditto. 

Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 

— Aps. from Ords. made 

on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 

& Ch. Final Aps. if reqd. 



N.B.— LMtioey MaUen (if any) 
are taken in Appeal Coust U., 
on every Monday at JPIeoen 
until/urtKer notice. 



Special Notice. — In consequence of the limited state of 
the Chancery Appeal List, the aboye general arrange- 
ment will be subject to modification by the Judges, Of 
which due notice will appear in the Daily Cause List. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE- 



CDUJTOEBT OOnBT, L 

Before 
Mr. Justice Chitty. 



Sitting in Chambers. 



Non-Witness List 
• Ditto. 



Ditto. 
Mns. & Non^Witness List. 

Pets., Short Causes, Pro. 
Sums., Op. Pets., and 
- Non^Witness List. 
Sitting in Chambers . 



Mfns. & Non- Witness List 
Remaining Mtns., Remain- 
ing Pete., A<^d. Sumns., 
Prooedure Snmns., and 
Non- Witness List 
Ditto. 

Ditto . 

, Ditto . 

Ditto . 



OEAVCEBT OOmTj 

Before 
Mr. Justice Kora 

Sitting in Chamben. 



General Paper. 
Ditto . 



Ditto. . . . 

Mtns. aod'Adjdi Suiiml ! 

Short Canoes, Pets^ f^ 
ther ConsiderstiaBi,fll 
Adjooraed Samnaniei. \ 

Sitting in Chamben i 



General Paper 
Ditto. 



Motions and Geseiil 
Paper. . 

Motions oontiniied •■ 
General Paper. j 

Short Caoaes, Fet&, «| 
Adjourned Sommoon.; 

fitting in Chamben « 



Ditto , 
Ditto , 



N.B.— If the Wltnen List aboold 
be Ukon on any daya other than 
thoee above appolntod, due nolioe 
wiU be given. When the Wit- 
neas List is being taken, Fmther 
Ckmridenitions iriU notbe taken 
on the Taesdaya. 

AnyCeMM intended to le hoard ae 
a Short Ganse mutt be «o wmrhed 
in the Caute Hook at leatt ono 
clear day btfore the eame can 
be put in the Paper to be »o 
heard. Two oopiee of Minntea 
of the propoeed Judgment or 
OrJer mu»t be l^t in Oouft 
with the Judge's Clerk one 
dear day btfore the Caute ie to 
be put in thu Paper, 

N.B.— The following papers on 
Fnr. Con. are leqnirei for the 
use of the Jodge, vis.— 7Ym> 
Copiee of Minutee of the pro- 
poeed Judgment or Order, i 
Cnpy PUadinge, and 1 Copy 
Chi^QUrVe Certificate, ukUh 
WMMt be l^t in Court w.th the 
Judge's Cl rk one dear daf 
before the Fur, Con. is ready 
to come into the Paper, 



Any Cause intended teU hmtii 
a SlwrtGawe mmstbsmmem 
in the Cause Book et Uedq 



day before the smte^ 
putinthePapertebtmktm 
Apo Copies^ Mhmtssef^m 
poeed Judgmeet erOH^^ 
bel^tinOomrtwiAlhsJm 
Clerk the day befors tk O^ 
tinrnPeyer. \ 



istobeputi 



^ WUness Actions esa k »■ 
on any other days theaim 
appointed, due netict «B « 
given. 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 






TBINITF 8ITTINQ8, Vm—wntinutd. 





CHANCERY DIVISION. 



MSD OEAIOELLOB'B OOITKT. 
Before 
Mr. Justice Stirling. 



•Sittin^^ in Chamben 



GEAHQEBT OOUBT, IV. 
Before 
Mr. Justice Kekewich. 



General Paper 
Ditto 



Ditto 



iXotionfl, Adjonmed SammonB and 
^ General Paper, 
phrrt Canaes, Petitions, Adjourned 
FSiEiiimonses, and General Paper. 

^tting in Chamben 



General Paper 
' Ditto 



Ditto 
JfotioDt 



iteitaining Motions and General 

rPapcr. 

Sitting in Chambers 



■Remaining Bnainess 

\ 



Ditto 



r CttDM i nimd t d to fi« ktard at a Short 
e wut»t le to marked in the Cauu 
at letut one dear day before the 
: cam be put. in the Paper to be $o 
^ JMorri. amd the neeetearff Papert, indud- 
. #M MiwMUtqfihe prapoeed JudffWkenU or 
LPH^r, wmtt be Uft wi& the JudQ^t Clerk 
I mm door day before the eaute it to be put 
^m the Paper. 

I Actions will probftblj be taken on 
cCber day* then those mentiooeJ above. Of 
e dne notice will be given. 
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OHAVOEBT OOTJBT, m. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Romer. 



ISee page 165] 
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[ Contintied from page 1 63] 

The XatioDAl Tnace. & Goaruitoe Corpn. Id. v. The 
Invicta Works Id. appL of B. Q. 
J. Bmngwin from oitler of Mr. 
Justice Homer (sittliig for Mr. 
Jnstice Yanghui WUliamsi dated 
April 1, 1896 April 21 

11 McKeown Bondard Peveril Qear Ck>. Id. appl. 

of Pltff. in pencm from order of 
Mr. Jnstice Komer, dated March 
26, 1896 (order not perfected) 

April 23 

12 In re The Yeave Mannler et ses Fils Id. & Ck>.'a 

Acts, 1862 to 1890 appl. of F. 
Bkxm&enthal from order of Mr. 
Justice Vanghan Williams, dated 
April If, 1896 April 23 

13 Fawcett Homan k Bodgera appl. of Pltfiii. 

tram order of Mr. Justice Bomer, 
dated April 22, 1896 April 25 

14 Metropolitan By. Co. o. Great Western By. Co. 

appl. of Pltfftf. from order of Mr. 
JoBtlce Chitty, dated March 26, 
1896 April 30 



,. (In re Hamilton 
"tCwlogan 



Fitzroy appl. of Defts. F. H. Fitz- 
roy and anr. from order of Mr. 
Justice Kekewich, dated March 
28,1896 Mayl 

16 In re Cattley, inlknts, kc. appl. of H. T. CatUey 

from Older of Mr. Jnsace Chitty, 
dated April 1, 1896 May 6 

17 James Harris appl. of Deft, fhnn order of 

Mr. Jnstice Kekewich, dated 
April 30, 1896 May 5 

18 How Earl Winteiton appl. of Deft, from 

order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, 
dated March 4, 1896 {(Oftder not 
perfected) May 6 

,tt (Inre]^ke 

**lStanley Stanley appL of Pltff., Agnes 

Louis* Stanley, fixnn order of 
Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated 
April 16, 1896 May 6 

^ ( In re Yates 

(Mochmer Yates appl. of PltlT. from order of 

Mr. Justice Stirling, dated April 
23, 1896 (order not perfected) 

May Y 

91 Johns Johns (Divorce) appl. of John 

Gardner from order of Mr. Justice 
Barnes, dated April 26, 1896 

May 9 

22 W. H. Hem R. A. Hem (Divorce) appl. of 

A. & WinnUrith from older of 
Mr. Justice Barnes, dated May 
— , 1896 May 9 

23 In re the Undertaking of the Worcester and Broom 

By., tc appl. of Hy. Pigeon 
from Mr. Justice SUrUng, dated 
April 25, 1896 May 16 

M Quihamptun The Peravian Corpn. appl. of 
-- - - • of Mn Ja 



Defts. from order 

Bomer, dated August 9, 1896 

May 18 

m( In re Chapman 

^1 Cocks Chapman appl. of Deft. M. A. 

Chapman from order of Mr. Justioe 
Kekewich, dated Dec 17. 1895 

May 19 

26 Graydon Basset appl. of Pltfls. from order of 

Mr. Justice Stirling, dated Feh. 7, 
1896 May 19 

«, ( In re PMry 

** I Livenedge Inchbokl «ppL of Pltffis. from order 
of Mr. Justice Bomer, dated 
Jan. 14, 1896 May 19 

28 Taylor Pesse am>L of Pltlf. in Fema from 

order of Mr. Justice Bomer, dated 
March 4» 1896 (order not per- 
fected) May 19 

«I ( In re H. Hamilton 

'^(Douglas Fltsroy appl. of Defts., Banm 

Leigh & ors., from order of Mr. 
Justioe Kekewich, dated May 22, 
1896 May 22 



( In re Brown 
(Qnlncey 



81 Msnb 



Quincey appl. of Deft. E. J. 
Ijaughton from order of Mr. 
Justice Kekewich, dated May 7, 
1696 May 22 

Joseph appl. of Her Majesty's 
Attorney-General & ors. from 
order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, 
dated March 11, 1896 May 23 



From the County Palatine C<mrt of 
Lancaster. 



Kennedy 



Dodaon appL of Deft., J. B. Dodson, 
from order of the Yioe-Chancellor 
of the County Palatine of Lan- 
caster, dated Dec. 17, 1896 

May 5 



From the Chancery Division., 
Inteblootttort List. 

1 In re A. E. Fenton, gent, (one kc") appl. of M. 

Cathoart In person, frnom order of 
Mr. Justioe Stirling, dated Nov. 
14, 1896 (8.0. for security for 
oosts) 

2 In re Lincoln's Inn Field Trusts k London Coonty 

Council Improvement Act, 189^ 
k In re The Lands Clauses, kc 
Act appL of the County Council 
of Lcoidon from order of Mr. 
Justice Kekewich, dated April 18, 
1896 (order not perfected) 

April 30 

3 Fenton Bolls appl. of Pltfb. from order of 

Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated 
March 13, 1896, part heaM 

May 13 

4 Whitwham Westminster Bnrmbo Coal & Coke Co. 

Id. i4>pl. of Defts. fixnn order of 
Mr. Justice Chitty, dated March 
81, 1896 (order not perfected) 

May 16 

6 Fricker Yan Gratten appl. of Pltff. W. H. 

Weller, from order of Mr. Justice 

Chitty, dated May 14, 1896 (order 

not perfected) May 18 

6 BrownfleU The Shelton Iron, Steel & Coal Co. 

Id. appl. of Pltffs. from order of 

Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated 

May 16, 1896 (order not perfected) 

May 21 

7 The Lancashire Explosives Co. Id. v. The Boburite 

Explosives Co. Id. appl. of Pltfis. 
from order of Mr. Justice Keke- 
wich (reftisal to commit), dated 
May 21, 1896 (order not perfected) 



From the Queen^e Bench Division, 

Jxn)GlIENT8 BeSEBTED. 

Final List. 

KragtBT Jackson (issue) appl. of Pltff. from 

Jodgt of Mr. Justice Yaughan 
Williams, dated Feb. 20, 1896 

(c a. V. May 7) 

Ikteblocutobt List. 

In re A. £. Fenton, gent., one, kc (ezpte. Mary 
Cathcart) appl. of M. Cathcart 
from order of Baroin Pollock, 
dated Feb. 6, 1696 

(c. a. V. March 23) 

In re an Arbitration between Meadows k anr. and 
Kenworthy appL of Meadows and 
anr. from order of Mr. Justice 
Gave, dated AprU 24, 1896 

(c. a. V. May 12) 



From the Queen's Bench Division. 

fob hbabivo. 

Final List. 

1886. 

1 Dugdate . Hutch Bank Mannfiictnring Co. k 

anr. appL of Ptff. in person from 
Jodgt. of ttie Lord Chief Justice, 
dated March 2, 1896, at trial with- 
out a Jury (Salford Diviskm) 
{teettriti ordered') June 1 

2 Torklngtoo Sheridan appl. of Deft, from JndgL 

of Mr. Josttoe Mathew, dated 

Not. 6, 1896 (ieeuritjf erdertd) 

November 23 



3 Harris 



1888. 

Whttwoith sppl* of Fllfll frost 
Jodgt of Mr. Jnrtfee Hsvirin. 
dated Dec. 14, 189S, it trU 
with Gammon Jmy, MlilfleKx 
(teeuritM ordered) Jaasuy s 
4 In re the Duty on ttie Estate of the lite Sir TboBtt 
Gresham. and la re the Cottoos 
and Inland Bevenoe Ad, im 
(Bevenue Side) ijppL d the 
Commrs. of Inland ReTeniK fron 
JiMttoei Yan^ian WilUm lad 
Wright, dated Miidi 3, im 
(June 10) HirdiU 

6 Canw k oars. Camoys appl of Drft fron JodgL 
of Mr. Justice Day, dited Mudi 
16, 1896 Aprils 

Bfains appL of Pltff. franjedfit cC 
Mr. Justice CoUin. ^tei Viich 
20, 1896, at trial witfaost a Jai7. 
Leeds Aprils 



6 Brown 



7 Wombwdl 



Scott appLof DdtB.fixni>BdgLfiC 
Mr. Justice CollliM, dated Vink 



6, 1896, at trial without a Jvj, 
York Aprils 

8 Bates Donaldson appl. of FItIL torn 

Jodgt. of Itr. Justice Mitk*. 
dated March 30, 1896» it toiil 
without a Juiy, MkUlnez April S 

9 In re Henshall Fereday, kc (escpte-ThelnoorpanM 

LawSoc) appLoffiffptfiDM 
Jodgt of Jortices DiyliwriKM. 
dated March 25. 1896 April U 

10 In re Same u>pL of Bespt from Judgt of Jo^tkci 

Day k Wright dated Mink %, 
1896 AnilU 

11 Manslon^HoQse Assoc on Bailway k Cuul Tnfle 

for tiie United Ktegdcn (Inoor- 
porated) «. The Loodon k N«th 
Westem By. Co. (Baflwiy oA 
Canal Commissian) appLcftk* 
Defts. from Jodgt of Mr. Jislk» 
Collins, Sir F. Peel, tad VlRsaDl 
Cobham, dated March S6» im 
April IS 

12 Richmond Hill Steamship Co. «. Oacpn. tf tha 

Trinity Hoon sppL d DeAk 
from Jodgt of the Lord CUrf 
Justice, dsied March 94, lM.it 
trial witiKMxt a Jmr. LwK oA 
croes notice of Pllft., <Me« 
April 25, 1896 April 17 

13 Halbot k anr. Boardman k Co. appL of Dcftt. 

firam Jodgt of Mr. Juitic* W- 
lance* dated March 19, 1IM> ^ 
trial with special Jmy. «crt 
Biding, Yorkahire AnilSt 

14 Incande6cent~.GsslLlgfat Oo. Id. «. Sonligfat Iikm- 

descent Gas Lamp Ca Id. k on. 
appl. of PltibL from Jodgt cf Vr. 
Jnstice Will^ dated Aprfl It 
1896, at trial without a Js7. 
Middlesn AprilSl 



15 BIngley] 



Yorkshire Bsnking Co.i M- ^ 
appL of Pltif. fram ie^\ ^ 
of Mr. Justice Lawtuxt. . 



ISABhtgley 



dated April 18, 1896^ K 
trial with common Joy. 
MiddleKx April Si 

Yorkshire Banking Ol lA. 
appln. of Defts. for JwlgL 
or new trial on appl. tim 
verdict and Jodgt, dMl 
March 20, 1896. at trial 
before Mr. Justice Uw- 
naic« and special Jsiy. 
Leeds Maith9D' _ 

16 The Incandescent Gas Light Oo. Id. t.iTte di IM 



'i 



April 18, 1896 
ir i9!?P«!?|«»— l.M*— '«*0 13* " 



Gas Udit Sjm 
BfKll».f 
Jodgt orMr.ymtice WiUt' 



Id. k ors. appL of 1 



April* 

iThe Liverpool, BnsU k RlVer FUte Flito M 
Navigation Co. U. v. Bnjflm 
Holmes appL of Phlk tm 
Judgt of Mr. Jostios Bumi, M 
April 27, 1896 li«9 

18 The Queen Jastfaes tar the Ooanty <if Kent 

G. Sharp and W. N. Ckip^ 
an. (trading as O. Beer sad 
appL of F. §. BcoMff flesM 
of tiie Laid Chief Jnrtke ssd 1 
Justice Wright diM ^t^J^ 

19 Ballantyne ft Co. ft on. Mackhmon appL sf M 

fitMn Judgt of ttks Loid CK 
Jntioe. <Mttl April 2t )»C, 
trial wiUnot a Jny, Mi4iil0i^ 
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BaphMl appL of Pltff. from Jndgt. 
^Mr. Jwtice Collins, dated May 
4. 1896, at trial withont a jury, 
Hiddleiex May 7 

11 In re an Arbtn. between Gerald Barker k The Pearson 
and Knowks Coal k Iron Co. Id. 
appL of Pearson k Knowles Coal 
k Iron Co. Id. from Jodgt of 
Baron Pollock k Mr. Jnstke Day, 
dated May 1, 1896 May 8 

S3 Met Light Co. kL V. Gmmlng appL of Deft, from 
Jodgt. of Mr. JuBtloe Day, dated 
AprU 14, 1896. at trial withont a 
Ji^, Mlddkeex May 8 

8 Eichbolz Seal appl. of Deft, ftom indgt. of 

Mr. Justice CoUins, dated May 5, 
1896, at trial without a Jury 

May 12 

34 MOSS Great Western Ry. Xo. appL of 

Defts. tnm Jndgt of Baron 
Pollock and Mr. Jnstice Bruce, 
dated May 4, 1896 

S The Sailing Ship RiverBdale Co. Id. v. Paterson lie 
Simons appl. of Defts. firom 
Jodgt. of Mr. JnsUce Mathew, 
dated May 5, 1896, at trial without 
a Jury. 

96 Faster Foster appL of Deft, from Judgt. of 

Mr. Jutice Wright, dated April 
sa, 1896, withont a Jury, Middlesex 

-J (The Hamilton— 1896.— Folio 221 

^ {Tht British k Foreign Marine Insoe. Co. k on. v. 
The Hamiltao Steamship Co. Id. 
appL of Pltfls. from order of 
Mr. Justice Barnes, dated March 
11, 1896 Mav 18 

21 Berwick Ac ors. «. Ind, Coope Is Co. Id. appl. of 
Pltffs. ftom order of Mr. Justice 
Wills, dated May 9, 1896, at trial 
wtthootajury, Middlesex 

May 21 



(BuUand— 1896.— Folios 141 k 142 (Damage) ConsoU- 
4^ dated 

(Owners of Edenbridge v. W. Green k ors., Owners of 
the Steamship Rutland appl. of 
PltfR). from Judgt. of the President, 
dated May 6, 1896 May 14 

. ( Winstanley— 1895.— FoUo 464 (Damage) 
(Owners of Govino v. Owners of Winstamey appL of 
Defts. from Judgt of the President, 
dated AprU 28, 1896 May 18 

(Sabrlna— 1895.— Folios 488 k 492 (Damage) Con- 
' ^ soUdated 

Owners of the SS. Imbro v. Owners of the SS. Sabrina 
appL of Defts. fhim Judgt of the 
I'resident, dated April 27, 1896 

May 22 



Ffxtm Probate, Divorce, and Admirdfty 
Division, 

(AdmiraUy.) 

FOB HBABINO. 



With Nautical Asseuon. 



1886. 



, (The anerlan— 1896.— F(dio 519 (Damage) 
(The Steamship Alleghany of London Id. v J. H. 
Allan and R. G. Allan, Owners of 
the Steamship Siberian (with 
l^autlcal Assessors) appl. of 
Defts. from Judgt of the President, 
dated Feb. 26, 1896 AprU 23 

, JThe Btonister— 1895.— FoUo 532 (Damage) 
(Tbe OwneiB, Master k Crew of the Condor v. Owners 
of the Barrister (with Nautical 
Assessors) appl. of Defts. traok 
Jndgt of the President, dated 
April 20, 1896 April 29 

, JMsggie HcNair^l895.— FoUo 20 (Damage) 
(The Greenock Steamship Co. Id. v. Owners of the 
Steamship Maggie McNair appL 
of Defts. from Judgt of the 
President, dated April 18. 1896 

May 13 



'I 



From the Queen's Bench Division. 

New Trial Paper. 

1896. 



1 Edwards 



2 Pugh 



, jStamp 
^ \Kelly 



4 Susman 



5 Ellis 



Fox k Son appln. of Deft, fin- Judgt 
or new trial on appL ftxxn verdict 
k Judgt., dated May 1, 1896. at 
trial before Mr. Justice Cave and 
common Jury, Middlesex 

May 8 

The London, Brighton & Sooth Coast 
Ry. Co. apphi. of Defts. for 
Jodgt or new trial on appl. fhnn 
verdiot and Judgt, dated May 4, 
1896, at trial before Mr. JusUce 
Cave and special Jury, London 

May 11 

Williams and anr. 

Williams and anr. appln. of Defts. 
for Judgt or new trial on appl. 
from verdict and Jodgt, dated 
May 8, 1896, at trial befoie 
and Joiy, Liverpool 

May 16 

Ehrmann Bros, appln. of Diefts. 
for Jodgt or new trial on appl. 
firam verdkt k Jodgt, dated May 
1, 1896, at trial befiare Mr. Jostioe 
Collins withoot a Joxy, Manchester 
May 16 

Johnson appln. of Deft, for Judgt 
or new trial on appL from verdict 
k Jndgt. dated May 7, 1896, at 
trial before Mr. Justice CoUins 
and conmion Jury, Liverpool 

May 20 



From the Queen's Bench Division, 

(In Bahkrupiey,') 

1886. 

In re George B. Addison (expte. C. H. Crfcp) appl. 
against a receiving order made by 
Mr. Registrar Giffiud« dated May 
6, 1896 

In re Fraser (expte. The Debtor) appL against 
order of Mr. Reipstrar Hope, re- 
foslng to rescind receiving order 



From the Queen^s Bench DLi^Aon, 



iNTERLOOtrrOBT LiST. 



1895. 



1 Hood Barrs Cathcart appl. of Deft, in Person 

from order of Mr. Jostioe 
Hawkins, dated Sept 30, 1895 
{itcwrity ordertiJC) October 7 

2 Norman Cathcart appl. of Deft, in Person 

from order of Mr. Justice 
Hawkins, t'Atel Sept 30. 1895 
(xecriri'y orcferetf) October 7 



1896. 



3 III re a Petition r* «»- 



4 The Queen on th 



6 G. Kkby 



6 A. E. Palmer k anr. v. A. Smith {Crown Side) 

appL of Deft, from order of Mr. 
Justice Kennedy, dated May 9, 
1896 M«j 16 

7 Weldon Matthews appL of Phff. from order 

of Mr. Ju^ce Cave, dated May, 
12, 1896, and special Jury, Mid- 
dlesex May 16 

8 In re a Submission to Arbtn. between the Portland 

Urban District CooncU and T. Til< 
ley k Sons appL of T. TUIey k. 
Sons from order of Mr. Jnstice 
Gave, dated March 31, 1896 

May 18. 

9 NaUonal Piovbicial Bank of England kl. v. Boffea 

appl. of Deft, from order of M«. 
JusUce Day, dated April 27. 1896 
May 18 
10 Lyndsey Robert Burnet ». Charles Berry {Vrowm 
Side) appl. of the Rcspt. frvm. 
order of the Lord Chief Jostice Is 
Mr. Justice Wright, dated April 
28, 1896 Mior 21 



11 Foster 



12 James 



13 Baring 



j^jHodges 



Jeeson&anr. 



Fabris appL of Deft, ftwn order of 
Mr. Ju^ce Kennedy, dated May 
13, 1896 M«y 21 

Cockrane appl. of Deft, from order 
of Mr. Justice Kennedy, date(& 
May 16, 1896 May H 

Roaslyn arol. of Deft, from ortler 
of Mr. Justice CoUins, datoi 
May 19, 1896 May 23 

The Walton-upon-Trent Bridge Co. 

The Same appl. of Pltff., Hodgw, 
from order of Mr. Justice Kennedy , 
dated May 13, 1896 May 23 



JTB.— The above List contains Chancery, Palatine, and Queen's Bench Final and Interlocutory Appeals set down to May 23rd, 1800 

inclosiye. 



SUMMAKY OP APPEALS. 

Final. 

From the Chancery Division 31 

From the County Palatine Court of Lancaster 1 

From the Queen's Bench Division 28 

From the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division, Admiralty with Assessors 6 

From the Queen's Bench Division Sitting in Bankruptcy 2 

New Trial Paper 5 

Totals .. .. 78 



Interlocutory. 
7 

14 



21 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 



TRINITY SITTINGS, 18%. 

NOTICES RELATING TO THE CHANCERY CAUSE LIST 

MotioDB, Petitions, and Short Caiues will be taken on the nsnal days stated in the Trinity Sittings Paper, with tho 

following exceptions, yiz. : — 

Ms. Justice CHrrrr. — ^In oonseqaence of Mr. Justioe Chitty sitting for the disposal of his Lordship's own Witness List from Toeflday, 
June 23, until Saturday, July 4 (inclusiye), his Lordship's Motions and Unopposed Petitions will be taken by Mr. Justioe 
North— that is to say, Motions on Thursday, June 25, and Thursday, July 2 ; Unopposed Petitions on Saturday, June 27, and 
Saturday, July 4. If the Witness List should be taken on any days other than those above appointed, due notioe will be giyen. 
When the Witness List is being taken. Further Considerations will not be taken on the Tuesdays. 

Mb. Jvstick Kobth. — Li consequence of Mr. Justioe North sitting for the disposal of his Lordship's own Witness List, from Taesday, 
Jane % until Saturday, Juno 20 (indusiveX his Lordship's Motions and Unopposed Petitions during that time will be taken 
by Mr. Justice Chitty— that is to sav. Motions on Thursday, June 11, and Thursday, Juno 18 ; Unopposed Petitions on Saturday, 
Jfue 13, and Saturday, June 20. If Witness Actions can be taken on any other days than those appointed, due notice will be giyen. 

Mb. JvsnoE Stibltkg. — ^In consequence of Mr. Justice Stirling sitting for the disposal of his Lordship's own Witness list from 
Tuesday, June 23, until Saturday, July 4 (inclusive), his Lordship's Motions and Unopposed Petitions during that time will be 
taken by Mr. Justice Kekewich— that is to say. Motions and Unopposed Petitions on Thursday, June 25, and Thursday Jalj 2. 
Witness Actions will probably be taken on other days than those mentioned above; of these due notice will be given. 

Mb. JnsnpE Kekewich. — ^The Order of Business before Mr. Justice Kekewich will be as stated on the Sittings Paper. Actions for 
trial with witnesses will be taken on Tuesday, June 9, and continued until the end of the following week. They will also be 
taken at other times. Notice will be given in the Daily Cause List. 

Liverpool and Mdneheder Biuinesi. — ^Mb. Justice Kekewich will take Liverpool and Manchester Bosiness as follows : — 

1. Summonses in Chambers will be taken on every other Friday afternoon, commencing with Friday, June 12. 

2. Motions, Short Causes, Petitions, and Adjourned Summonses on every other Saturday, commencing with Satuidaj, 
' June 27. Urgent Applications will be heard on Saturday, June 6. 

Mb. Justice Bomeb will take Witness Actions every day in the order as they stand in his Lordship*s Cause Book. 

8umMon$e$ hrfore the Judge in Chamhen. — Justices Chittt, Nobth, Stibung, and Kekewich will sit in Court the whole day on erery 
Monday during the Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 

Summomee Adjourned tnio Court will be taken (subject to the Witness List) as follows: — ^Mr. Justice Chitty, with Non-Witne« 
Actions, except Procedure Summonses, which (if any) are taken every Saturday; Mr. Justioe Stibuxo, with Non-Witnen 
Actions. Mr. Justice Nobth on the days stated in the Trinity Sittings Paper, and on Fridays and Saturdays. Mr. Justice 
Kekewich on Fridays and Saturdays, and also on other days as the Judges may direct. 



SPECIAL NOTICE WITH REFERENCE TO THE CHANCERY WITNESS LISTS. 

During the Trinity Sittings the Judges will sit for the disposal of their own Witness Lists as fcdlows : — 

Mr. Justice Chtttt will take his Witness List for the ensuing fortnight, beginning on Tuesday, June 23, and will sit oontiniionsif 
(Monday, June 29, excepted) until Saturday, July 4. 

Mr. Justice Nobth will begin on Tuesday, June 9, and sit continuously (Monday, June 15, excepted) until Saturday, June 20. 

Mr. Justice Stibung will begin on Tuesday, June 23, and sit continuously (Monday, June 29, excepted) until Saturday, July 4. 

Mr. Justice Kekewich will begin on Tuesday, June 9, and sit continuously (Monday, June 15, excepted) until Saturday, Jane 20. 

N.B. — ^If the Witness List should be taken on any days other than those above appointed, due notice will be given. 

.During the fortnight when a Judge is engaged on his Witness List, Motions in Causes or Matters assigned to him (including Exparte 
Motions, but not including Motions relating to the postponement of the Trial or Hearing of any Cause or Matter in his Lord^p> 
List), and also Unopposed Petitions assigned to him, will be heard by one of his colleagues as follows: — 

Those assigned to Mr. Justice Chittt will be heard by Mr. Justioe Nobth. 
Those assigned to Mr. Justice Nobth will be heard by Mr. Justice Chittt. 
Those assigned to Mr. Justice Stibloto will be heard by Mr. Justice Kekewich. 
Those assigned to Mr. Justice Kekewich will be heard by Mr. Justioe Stiblino. 



C)EfANCERY CAUSES FOR TRIAL OR HEARING, set down to Saturday, May 23rrf, 1896, incJmivt. 

'Rpfore Mr Justice Chittt. l Wbltatod WUtsted action iwtored after en- 1 The AcOen GeaeUachaft, kc. t. T. R«mw * Bw»« 

Causes fob Tbial. 1895 i Thompaoa Thompsoa action k moln. M 
f'or't'u rsru^^^mm\ In re The Ramagate, fcc. Co. Id. & Co.*8 Acts motn. I Jadgt ^^ 

{With Witnesses.) \ ordered to go Into Wltneas Ltot Norton Daahwood action A mota. for W 

(InreAUen 1 Bolam Plnkney acti<m ft awatBthta 

1 Allen AUen action without pleadlnga , 10 OeoeFal Electric fc TrKtton Go. Id. v. Leirb wtitn 

6 Tweedale Howard k BoUongh 11. action | Ahem Fate action 
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la re The Sovereign !Llfe Asace. Co. k Co. 'a Acta 
•4Ji. claim (a.o. pending ezmn. 
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King 



Wool Exchange U. r. Commlasloiien of Sewen of 

CttjoTLondoQ action 
Brooker Drmyactka 

QnecBslKid InTeetment, tc. Co. kL ». O'ConnaU 
•ctkn 
IS OBDood Lees action 

Hvtton LovertdsB action 

Tnf anc to went Gaa Light Go. Id. «. Meteor, kc Co. 
U. action 
BTTiie action 
Band action 
* gyy^ .. Joint SlodtlMtitiite Id. action 

FTtodwald Stranaa action 

Yatea Yatoa action 

lln re Beamnant 
lOarein I^ane action 

In f Letten Patent, 188t No. 17.681, granted to 
O. K. Uwh and A. £. StricUer 
and Fatenta, kc Acts petn. 
. , , ordered to go into WitneaB List 

f Dongtes Plntach'a Patent Lighting Co. Id. 



BrownblU action 
lnnWt»mnliLkCo,'BA€ta,l992klM7 _ 

oideied to go into Witneas List 
Ltpe^Bart. Oorpn. of Pl^nonth action 
•JInT«Kli« 
V- '^S h log i n King action 

Hajwaid Hf^ward action 

Banat actn. (pleadlnga to be da- 

[InreBoMnaQn 

RpWnaim actkn 
Hicks RoMnaan action 



II 



Veraan Beynolda action & oranterclalm 

WlUelft Rideal action 

CkMldaid Earra Coon Hotels Id. actkm 

« Burton Wood action 

Fialmer Aahfiord action 

m la le Trade Mark No. 8482 of Cecil Fane (txmding. 
kc) and Patents Designs, kc. 
J Acta motion oidered to go into 

k Witness List 

t In re Trade Mark No. Ibo.437 of Monk's Hall k Cb. 
r M. and Oppoaitian thereto of C 

[ Fane, kc. motion ordered to go 

I Into Witnees List 

I Steers HaUiley action 

f RdMn so n BoUnson action 

- fin re Lewis 

k IBeece Todd action 

i Gtapaon Hnghea action 

ClnreBrimmell 

fBiinnBeU MooseU actkn 

Hnghea action 
HatfleU Chase Warping and Im- 

prorement Co. acttou 
Peat action 

Jones action set down by order, 
dated May 8, 1896 
NaachlB Patent Book Sewlns Machine Co. Id. v. 

Naach action 
In re DeUwlk's Patent, No. alio of 1890 petn. to 

S> into Witneas List by order, 
ay 16, 1896 
Sjmer McUroy action 

Gxcen Clear action 



Bl etcher 



Alves 
Lewla 



{i£52gSdS:-.pi!ii;S 



^ action oonoolldated 



m Rf^wrts 



Boberti 
Phllpotf"* 
AildMinhsm 
Hondnias Qovemment, kc. Co. Id. 
action 



Causes fob Tbial. 
{Without TTitnecMi.) 



Gilbert 
jlnreBeeve 
iBceve 

Clsrson 
Jinre Vicken 



RosseU a'^i 



k restored 



Smith a^Jd. snmns. restore 1 (not 

before Jnne 9) 
AUdrltt a4Jd. 

, K,w Pbenna ar^ i 

. fllnretitratt 

* istratt Irwin a^Jd. 

{InreSbovt 
Goals Ward a4)d. snmna. 

In re Bowater k Landa Clansea, kc. Act a^Jd. snmna. 
fin re Back 
I Jeae Fsge a4)d. somns. 

{InreE. Thompson 
OiMlth Thompson a^. somna. 
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,a( In re Smith 

"'(Hudson Danlell adjd. 

jIn re Danlell 

iDaniell Danlell a^ sumns. 

(In re Turner 

(Spenoer Dawson a^JJ. snmna. 

I In re Webb 

iThmpp Webb a^Jd. sonna. 

jInreGamett 

lOamett Wilgley a4Jd. smnna. 

16 Smith Tnmbull (1884— T.— 1191) a^Jd. 



TmnbaU (1884— T.— 1200) adJJ. 

JlnrePeanon 

iPearson Pearson (Pltflb.) wUd. snmna. 

jlnreSame ^^ 

ISame Same (S. B. Gardner) adjd. snmns. 

Westwood, Balllle k Co. v. Eqniuble Debentiuv and 
Assets Corpn. Id. (R. A. fiailUe k 
anr.) a4Jd. snmns. 
20 Same Same CEqnItable Debenture, kc U.) 

at^d. snmns. 
(In re dark 

IClark Foster a.'^ snmna. 

jlnreUoortonn 
ISparka . HatcheU adU. 

Smith " ■ 

Jin re Langmore 
(Gregnn 
OK jInreMann 
** 1 Wilkinson 
jIn re Allen 
lAdcock 
jLnreAoBtln 
IColUns 
jIn re Holland 
lUaidy 

!In re Snow 
In re Meyer 
Hont 
iln re Jackson 




'i 



Evans a4Jd. snmna. 
Chandler a^Jd. smnna. 
Brine a4Jd. sunns. 

Tims a4Jd. somna. 



Upward acUd. . 

.» Dibblns action 

In re Castle ft Married Women's Properly Act, 1882 

a4Jd. snmns. 
The Bqnitable Securities Co. v. GieenliBU a4Jd. 



jIn re Hbnywood 
t Wellington College v. Honywood actkn ft motn. 
forjndgt. 
«. ( In re Pope 

** ^Church Pbpe adJd. 

J In.re Viscount CUfden 
(Cllfden Annal, «m 

In re Lord Howard's Settledfistatea adU. 
(In re Gill 
ISmlth Smith adJd. somns. 

(In re Brewer 

(Morton Blackmore a4)(l. snmna. 

^ t In re Banks 
*^ (Winch Banks a^Jd. snmns. 

Prowse Page action set down l^ order 

Cavendish Philippe a4)d. sumns. 

In re Haiper ft Battcock, Soln., ftc adld. somns. 
JIn re Earl of Devon's Settled States 
^White Earl of Devon adjd. rams. 

46 In re Mlstl^ Thorpe ft Walton By. Co. ftc. ac^d. 



JIn re Steer 

iSteer Dobell adld. somns. 

In re Sir Joecph Pitzton's BBtate aVJd. snmns. 

" W. W. Smith ft Co. Id. atljd. 



JInreHodBon 
IHome 

iln re Grew 
(Grew 

jInreBoiton 
tCaigiU 



Hodson a^jd. somns. 
Jones a4)d. somns. 
Walwyn a^jd. sumns. 



Burton a^Jd. snmns. 
Industrial Contract Syndicate Id. «. PuUman Id. 

motn. forjndgt. 
(In re Lee 

tPUteeon Milw adJd.Bnmn!!. 

,. i In re Bowman 
°'t Blake Main a4jd. snmns. 

In re Bindloes ft Mortmain, ftc. Act, 1891 at^d. 
( In re Meroeron [somns. 

( Bmoe Merceron adJd. snmns. 

( In re Bowes's Charity 

f Attorney-General v. Ctoldamiths' Co. atyj. somns. 
J In re Fellows 

iHlllier Fellows a^jd. 

60 Marshall Evans ai^d. 

( In re Hannover 

( Levinsohn Baphael a4)d. snmna 

4 In re Minter 
( Minter Minter a4Jd. snmna. 
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( In re Jegon 

( Jegon Jamlngs adJd. somns. 

( In re Clements 

(Copphi Wilkin adJd. somns. 

66 Spokes Walford action for trial set down 

by order 
In re PaJdlngton Estate Trustees ft V. ft P. Act, 

1874 ai^. snmns. 
In re Aberdein's Estate adJd. sumns. 
In re Horn ft Francis, gent, ftc. (taxation) adjA. 



70 



In re C. E. BcU's Settlement a4Jd. snmns. 

The Harvey Steel Co. «. Harvey Contbiental Steel 
Co. M. apecial case <m 

British Gold Fields of West Aflrica 
Id. motkn entered in Xon- Wit- 
ness List by order 



Storey 



( In re Murray 
iMurra: 
J In re 1. 
lEUIott 
i In re Brown 
(Brown 
.. (In re Cosier 
\ Humphreys 
jIn re Boiler 
tficaoford 



Murny adJd. "onms- 
Elliott a4Jd.Bumns. 
Aoomb a4Jd. snmns. 
Gadsden a4)d. snmns. 



Brsdshaw ai^d. somns. 
In re The Streatham ft General Estate Co. (S. 16) 

adjd. sumns. 
Davies Sanders motn. forjodgt . 

J. LyottsftSonsD. Wilklna motn. for Jndgt 
80 Ballard Mllner adW- « 

JIn re Little 

1 Little Little a^Jd. i 

82 Fisher Dayman action 



FuRiHER Considerations. 

Loder Loder 4th for. con. 

(In re White 

(Fraaer Hertslet fhr. con. 

jInreMoreoraft 
iTaylor Hill Iter. eon. 

Dent Spencer tar. con. 

6 Asseta Bfalifstlon Co. Id. «. Pluroche Iron Ore ft Ry. 
O). Id. tar, con. 
Fitch Fitch fhr. eon. 



» (InreBoon^ 
^ (Roon^ 



Rooney fbr. con. 



Before Mr. Jtustii^ North. 

Causes fob Trial. 

iWUh WUnMiM.) 



McDonough action pt. hd. 
Woodfln action 



Woodhead 

Collina 

The Yorkshire Banking (3o. Id. «. Bfaigley actliw 

(s.o. until appeal rfiiywed of) 
Oliver Govemora at St. Oiave's GruuHur 

School, ftc action 
6 In re The (Consort Deep Level <3old Mtaaee M. ft Oix'a 

Acts motn. oC Menrs. Stark ft 

Elliston set down in Witneas Liet 

by order 
In re The Sameb ftc. motn. of Dr. J. Barr set down 

In Witness List I 
In re The Same, ftc. motn. of H. 

down in WUnene List by order 
JanUna King* Mendbam ft Co. action 

Gill Brown action -not before July 2 

10 Bulpett "-^ 

Hipplaley 
Cutler 

JIn re Prltchaid 
(Davka Bvana action 

Hugbes» Chenery k Co, v. Mfates (Acquisition, ftc. 

Co.]d.) (tmiMferredfhan Q. B.)J 
16 Frewen Law Lift Assoe. Soc. action 

Corfldd Howell action 

lipop Kent, SoBsezft (Senera) Land Soc. 

Id. action 
Shrewabory ft Talbot S. T. Cab, ftc. Co. Id. v. Kelham 

RolUngMIUBCo.ld. action 
Scawaid Peterson action 

20 Wood Wood action 

Sima Gibbon a^on 

Dorrant Urban Diatrict ConncU of Bnnkaone 



Jaooby 

Davies Walter utkia 

Walker Hebden action ft mUu. forjodgt 

Pneumatic Tyre Co. U. «. Bimey action 
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S*me Co. fiUndard Tyre Go. Id. action 

Charltoa Daral Bertaurmnta for London Id. act 

Baraes MeaUn action and coanter-daixn 

jln re Bankea 

> Dawes Sladen action k motion for Judgt. 

l^vne Beaton action 

Jnlia TalUl Nitrate Co. Id. v. Jay action 
Kamnel Gibbon action 

In re The Anglo-Frendi Ooldfields of Aiutralasla Id. 

and Co.'b Act, 1662 motn. entered 

in Witness List by order, dated 

April 14, 1896 
35 Tatham Bromwlch action 

Wool Raphael action 

Foster Golden Link Minhig Co. Id. action 

for trial set down by order 
Law Life Assce. Soc. v. Baron fiateman action & 

motn. for Jndgt. 
Woods The Waitekanri Extended Id. action 

40 lud, Coope k Co. id. V. Barwick action 
Hrooka Whaltey action 

liord Haethigs Ewen action 
liewLs Fry action 

In re The Marie Rose Gold Mhiing Co. Id. k Co.'a 

Acts motn. of C. Newman 

entered in Witness List by order, 

dated April 14, 1896 (transferred 

from Kekewlch JO 
4i» Vyner North Eastern Ry. Co. action 

Sykes HelUwell acUon 

Tabbii General Finance, Loan and Discoont 

Co. Id. action 
In re The Marie Rose Gold Minfaig Co. Id. k Co.'s 

Acts motn. of W. J. Sqper 

entered In Witness List by order, 

dated April 14, 1896 
In re The Same motn. of A. Voigt entered in 

Witness List by order, dated 

April 14, 1896 
60 In re Tlic Same motn. of W. Skinner entered In 

Witness List by order, dated 

April 14, 1896 
In re The .Same motn. of J. Cocking entered in 

Witness List by order, dated 

April 14. 1896 
In re The ^ame motn. of J. E. Paice entered In 

Witness List by order, dated 

April 14, 1896 
Vfaiall Hosegoodft soother Actions actions 

for trial consolidated by order, 

dated Jan. 24, 1896 
I^awrence Adams action 

&& Kelly KeUy acUon 

WUIirt 8weet action 

Priest Marie Rose Gold Mining Co. Id. 



Stanley' 
Posner 
60 llarrop 
tinrehtevens 
ICooke 
Goodwin 



Same Co. action 
Palmer action 
Harrop action 



Sterens acUon 

Hamilton actlt n without pleadings, 
set down by order, May 14, 1896 
Smyth Malifon Helbronner Id. action 

' The Aerated Bread Co. Id. v. Shepherd action 
Badische Anflin k Soda Fabrik v. IL Johnson k Co. 
action 
66 .LaboQcbere Nurse action 



Causes fob Tbial. 
^Without WUne9$e$,) 



l»rout Cock 

llie Iacan:iesc?nt Gas Light Co. Id. v, Heniy mc4n. 

for Jndgt (short) 
%' Thomas Atkins motn. for Jndgt. (bhort) 

8»vuea(D.R.) 



(In re KoUldge 

ir 



lUeKenaimont Greeofcll mota. for Jndgt (short) 
Westwood Wreford motn. for jndgt (short) 

6 Vanghan Dlx matn. for Jodgt (short) 



ADjdUBKED Summonses. 

Gregory Micfaell a4Jd. smnns. k petn. 

(June 9) 
(In re Boy J 

(Boyd Heidenstam restored i 

i In re Whicher 

} Pahner ^\'hicher (expte. PltlT.) 

( In re Same 
7 Same Same (expte. Deft.) 

{Ik re Same' 
•*mc _^- Same (to carry In ftaither surcharge) 



. ( In re Same 

(Same Same (for cro8»-exmn. of Deft.) 

( In re Robinson 

(Robinson Robbison 

Etretton Colton 

In re Harkness k Allsopp k Sons Id. k Y. k P. 
Act, 1874 
10 Longfleld HorsfaU 

(In re Weeding 

\ Armstrong Wilkhi 

j In re Eyre 

1 Bodkin Chichester 

In re The Consort Deep Level Gold Mines Id. 

(InreRennie 

( Rennle Rennle 

IS Lambert Tennant 

(InireTattersall 

1 Armitage Pickles 

( In re Buck 

1 Back Buck 

( In re Innes 

(Inncs Innea (Pltfif.) 

( In re Same 

I Same Same (National Life Assce. Soc.) 

„A ( In re Moulton 
'"'tUllathome Merrick 

( In re Robinson 

1 Wright Tugwdl 

Hn re Court 

(Goddani Briggs 

( In re Wilson 

(Johnston Wilson 

24 Ward Loniton k County Unity Building 

Soc. adjd. 



FUBTHEB GOKSIDEBATXONB. 



Miller fur. con. 

Priestman Bros. Id. for. con. 



(In re Miller 
iMiller 

Barrows 
j In re Mathew 
(DadsweU Mathew fur. con. 

Hn re Henmilng 

(Cheape Ingram tar. con. 

fi Scarlett G. Frank & Co. Id. ftir. con. 

Lacey Stone tor. con. (Poole D.R.). 

y ( In re Dawber 
(Dawber Dawber fur. con. t4Jd. from 

Chambers 



Before Mr. Justice Stiblino. 
Causes fob Tbial. 



{With Witnesses.) 



West 

Crossley 
Attorney-Gen. 
Aloay k Gandla 

6 Sawrey 
Pattle 
jInreHarman 
"^Haiman 

Burree 
English 
10 A^ott 
RawlinsoD 
Underwood 
Cohner 



Aloock action (Deft, dead) 
Attenborough action 
Mayor, kc. of Preston actkm 
Ry. k Harbour Co. Id. v. Greenhlll 

action 
Binns action 
Homlbrook 



Wise a^Jd. sumns. ordered to go 

into Witness List 
Read action 
Cooper action 
Townsend acticn 
Davies action 

White action k motn. for Jndgt 
Bnlawajo Gold Reefii Development 

Id. action k motn. tor Jndgt. 

" (pltff. E. Chandler 



Chandler 



15 DeLiasa Tyser actkn 

Bastard Bastard actioo 

Debenham Foster, Frere k Co. action 
BeU « Balls action 

Chandler Freeman actioo ft motn. for Judgt 

,. f In re Thompson 

^ (Bkwmer Thompson a^Jd. samna. entered in 

Witness List 
Ehrmann Ehrmann (1894— E.—Y62) action 

Scott Kingsoote action 

jIn re Preston 

(Preston Bouobj action 

MlUs Little action 

25 Ehrmann Ehnnann(1895—E.— 1,108) action 

jIn re GitmstoQ 

(Dawson Chatfield action 

Alt RepradnoUon Co. Id. «. A. Stocks k Go. action 
The Tonbrldge Urban^ District Coondl v. Pmmett 
actioo 



Peebles Crosthwaite actkn 

30 Wash Townsend action 

jIn re Fenwicke 
iFenwlcke Douglass acOon knote. fcr Ml 

Wynne Rising actkn 

RowcliHe Is EowcUfblc Hilton Id. V. SUUl Mte 

Stevens Warxall actkn 

^ (In re Mannsell 
*" (Dorrington Richardson actkn 

Fox Wright actkn 

Thompson Miller action 

James Walters action 

Fenny Stratford Town Hall Co. LL t. PiqrM sdha 
40 Pneumatic Tjn Co. Id. v. FrisweU 4 Coi U. sdn 

Same Co. East London Rubber Go. vibsfll 

down by order, dated Hank % 
1896 (pleadingi to be dcUtvnd^ 

Levy Davis action and ooonlff-ciito 

Jones Williams action 

Truman Taylor action 

45 Howe Carlisle Model BoiUfaig Soc So. k 



Lowe 
Bcall 

Fairweather 
Charlton 



Sanders action 
Crooheim action 
Fairweather action 
Boorgogne actko(fintdi?W 
Actions are tOcen sulQKt Ib m 
special direction) 
( In re Bnllwinkle 
^{Smitii Bobb actioo 

Duke of Kewcastie v. Lister Kaye adkn k Mi 

for Judgt ^ 

Bonverie Press Id. v. Pitman acticn 

In re the Companies' Acts, 186S to 18M k b « 

Weiners Id. mctn. attdoni 

Witness List by onto 

Bowler Stafford action 

53 Defries Sherwood & Sons action 

Scott T. Hamltng kCa.lL sctioB ^ 

CommJssioDeTB of Sewers for Levels of HamiK M 

V. FairboMl action 
Tht Pneumatic Tyre Co. Id. v. SwiftkCo. vM 
set down by order, <hted liaidll 
1896 (pleadings to be ddinnl} ^ 
Faulkner Lynes actkn 

GO London k County Banking Co. U. «. PreotoD adta 
Moore Ford actioo 

Thunder Bamato Bros, action 

Holllngs HoIUngs action 

(In re Roberts 

\ Knight Roberts actkn 

65 Duncan & Co. Greenhlll actkn i 

GrifBn Leonard, Boult k 0>. adioa 

Jackson The Best for Boys PDhUaUisiAil^ 

action | 

StaiToid Whltebttd actioo (Jne S3, H 

Older) 
Kersey Bexley Heatii Ry. Ca sdka 

70 Wimshont, Hollick & Co. Id. v. Nattonl "Mti^ 
Co. id. actioo 
HaydoQ The Loni Mayor, Ac, of I«l 

action k motn. for Jadgt 
Emery Treacher actkn 

Ross Ross actkn 

jInreBall 
tLewia Ball (< 

AcUon 
75 New Moss Colliery Co. 

fcc, Ry. Co. 
Lowe SandexB acti<m 

Bessey, I'almer k Co. aetiB (■ 

plcAdings) Jane3<l^)gra<te 
Deii^ton actko 
Sandersoo actko & mots, for >i^ 
Cooke actkn 

Howard lE BnlkNigh U. adks 
Wytbe actkn (June 3) 
WytiieAanr. action (Jnc 3' 



(claim of D.Jon«kC<kI^ 
fd. sumns. entered at ^tm 
tlon by order J 

>>. Id. V. Mancteikr, AM 



Grimoldby 
W^Uding 

80 NichoU 
Tweedale 
Wytiie 

83 Wythe 



Causes por Tbial. 

iWithaut Witnesses and AdUcmned 

Summonses.) 

Dalton Ffttigeiald atQd. snmai. (mI ^ 

evidence oomptole) 

jlnreChiven 

iChivell Carlyoo actkn 

jInreOwnnraifh 

(Ownaworth Ownsworth aiVd.sauB. 

i In re Humbter 

1 Wilkinson Stamper atUd-soBBS. 
- j In re Dudgeon 
** '(Trmnan Pope a^J. smnna. 

fin re Halllngs 

\Tatham Hastings «Qd.8aBna. 
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flnreWUian 

iTnvar Soolfe ftdjd. somns. 

tan I^tnoQ k HaxahaU'ii GoDtract kV.kT. Axi, 

18U ftc^d. BDUUia. 
jtareCkirB 

iCiwB OawB Aitjd. somiu. 

M Sxpte. Sector of St. Qeorgc^ fiJoomsbnry «4)<L 

jInreWjatt 

IWbite EUis a^Jd. somiM. nstoKd 

jlnraSune 

)8ime Same 

In n the XuiclMBtor Jk Hilford By. Co. a^jd. 

la re the Mttreey Ry. Go. & tbe Mfnoy Ry. Co-'e 
Act, 1867 4c tbe Heney Ry. Acts 
three aiiUd. Bamm<nii9es» deted 
AvgiMt 9, 19H, Jamuury 10 and 
Fetewry 3f , 1896 

LucBfrkln 

Bohm Blriciit ei^Jd. eimms. 

Pifae BrDokflekl a:Ud. eamna. 

InreGomlah 

Goraloh HAlesgrore adjd. sunms. 

Lnd Sherbome v. Fur motn. for Jndgt. 

Hopcnft Hopcnfk iJiyL mmms. 

I Id re FlcBtow & Cox's Settlement 

Oox GoldflWQVthy 

YaUiiice GdUswoithy adjd. suoms. 

laieDairaoa 

Bend Butt adjd. snmue. 

hnMemw 

Harrow adjd. sonms. 

bnlNcooneon, lee. . 

DiocoDson GeaaA ad jd. famine. 

InreHndflon 

' FewiD^B Hodam two a^!Ud. sonins., dated 

reopecUvely 9th & 14th April, 
1S96 



M 



^JlanEdwanb 



(Hope Edwards Edwards a4jd. snnms. 
Bkraa Plrbrt^t v. Salwey special case 
(lareWorthlngton 

IWflrthtaglBn SaiMly a1Jd.samn8. 
Porch Eorigbt moCa. for Jndgt. rehort) 

Hijfls Enright motn. fin- Judgt (short) 

Mner Rich special cam 

SI In re The Snyder Dynamite Pn^JectUe Co. Id. a4Jd. 



FUBTHER CONSIDEBATIONS. 

(hieBttes 

(Bila Bates far. con. 

• jlnnF^Iewell 

(HafaKworth Smart for. con. 
S Oox The Socthem Coal Co. of New Sooth 

t Wales Id. for. con. 



Before Mr. Justice Ebkewigh. 
Caubbs fob Tbial. 
iWiih WUneneM,) 



TnfMll 



Elliott action pt bd. (Deft, dead) 

iMalfaetoQ iT Co. «. Lndwlg action k motn. for 
Jndgt. (s.0. mitU after retnm of 
Commiasiou^ 
Wellcome acuon k coimter-daim 



JlareDoefeKh 



(hreAtUMoD 
UtUDm 



• SlokcU 
(Lodutt 



Nortmry action 
Heywood action 

Tarapaca Waterworka) action and 
I ^ Co. M. >• oouater. 

I ^5^*» Waterworks Co. Id. v. Loqkett ) daim 
I nttjkBons Taylor & Co. action 
I ^uted Giobecker action 

{ Evlorwoton A.Knowle8&Sonsld. action 
' U Jnolu Steele liCnrrie action 

Jjumu Rees action 

Hunt lUmiU action 

ll^yrick lame for trial set down by 
order, datel Jan. 21, 1896 pt. hd. 
(June 3) 
Meyrlck iasoe for trial set down by 
order, dated Jan. 21, 1896 pt hd. 
r Jane 2) 
Bell action ft coonler-elalm 
Sttwell action fc motn. for Jndgt. 
-^7 — Hnnter action 

y la BoBchefoncanld v. Bonstead action 
,. ^^ ^ Cnitloe action (not before July 1) 

«3 CiapiKU shawanl action 



I^nlettliqis. 



Momy 



Moore London, Edlnbnrgh, &c Assce. Co. 

id. action (tnuuferred from 
Comity Court) 
Adamant Stone k Favbig Co. id. v. Liverpool Corpn. 

actn. 
Cola Baker action k motn. for Jndgt. 

(8.0. one month alter Deft's 

affidavits filed) by order 
Osborne Board actn. (not before Joly 1) 

26 The British Insolated Wire Co. Id. v. The Fowler 

Waring Cables Co. Id. action 

(Jane 9) 
Hall Unnt action 

Itter Freeker action 

EUiottBros. SnUivan action 
Attomey-Oeneral v. Tod Heatley action 
30 Hodsou Ueotand action 

Lloyd, Morgan k Co. v. Pegg action 
Edwards Harris action 

FotiiergiU H. Sabey&Co. action 

Florence Ratter action 

35 Scott Hall Steam Fishing Is Ice Co. Id. 

action 
Yates Armstrong motn. for Jndgt. k 

petu. (In re Amibtrong's Patent, 

No. 18,719, A.D. 1894, k Patents, 

*c. Act) 
Pneumatic Tyn Co. Id. r. Powell k Barston action 
Leon Tabb action 

Cohn Jackson action 

40 Smith Sykes action 

Thomas Travis action 

( In re Solomon 
(Stead Scheyer two a^jd. snmns. with 

witnesses (for Mr. Jnstioe Stta-ling) 

entered by oiUer 
Irvine Tennant action 

Maxim Nordenfdt, kc. Co. Id. r. Anderson action 
^5 ( In re 'l\mier 

*' (Barker Ivlmey action 

Smart Tempest action 

Winch Flight action 

Wickham Wickham action 

Colllcott Sooth SUflTurdshlre Mines, kc. Com- 

missioners action 
50 Scarborongh Winter Gardens Id. v. Fowler action 
De Candia Mann, George k Co. action 

Warm Warm action 

Pouter & Sons Baiter action 
Freand Sewell action 

Allen Shore action (Jane 9") 



56 Mofbtt 



Traders' Trost Corpn. Id. action 



Droogiiam 
2 Rawllngs 



Causes fob Tbial. 

(Without Witnesses,') 

Gatcombe motu. for Jadgt. (short) 
Rawlings action 



Adjourned Summonses. 

(In re Hall 

(llaworth Tomlln nO^d. samns. part heard 

(Jane 3) 
Dominion Brewery Co. Id. v. Biddell (Deft. W. R. 

Biddell) adjd. snmns. 
Dominion Brewery Co. IJ. v. Foster: (Deft. H. S. 

Foster) adfd. somns. 
Same Same (Deft. H. C. Richards) adJd. 

sumns. 
6 Same Same (Deft. W. R. Biddell) a^jd. 



Same(PltfIs.) adJd. 

Same (Deft. SirF. W. Booid) adjd. 



Same (for a commlaskm) a4Jd. 

snmns. 
Same (for a oommiasion) tOyL 



Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

10 Same Same (for farther eecnrity tat oosts) 

ax^Jd. samns. 
Hyndman Gslxnme adJd. snmns. 

In re Waller k Son, gent., kc (taxation) a4)d. 

samus. 
Wade Gery Handley a(^d. snmns. 
( Lapton Thomhill 

(Thomhill Lapion a4)d. somns. 

.- (In re Smith 

^" ( Davidson Myrtle adJd- somns. 

j In re Levitt 

(Turner Wray adJd. 

( In re Clerk 

t Clerk Meyricke adJd. 

( In re Simpson 
(Grime Simpscm a^Jd. somns. 



(In re Bam 

(Anderson Bom adJd. somns. 

M ( In re Sherwood 
^ (Edwards Edwards atijd. somns. 

In re PhiUipp's Settled Estates k Settied Land Act 

ad(Jd. somns. 
In re Simpson k Gebhardt & Y. k P. Act, 18fi 
adJd. somas. 
23 Li le Jeukhis k Settied Land Act, 1882 a^Jd. 



FUBTHXB C0NBn)EBATI0N8« 

( In re Goalhig 

1 Gosling Gosling ftir. con. k adJd. 

Rausou Tagllaboe for. con. (Poole D.B.) 

3 Rivington Gordon k Co. ftur. con. (set down 

by order dated May 14, 1896) 



Before Mr. Justice Yauohan Williaiis. 

(^Silting as an additional Judge of (he 
Chancery Division,) 

Motions. 

COMPANIES (Winding ttp). 

1 W. Brock Ac Son Id. (tomtfer proceedings) 

2 African Landed Estates Co. Id. (for discharge oT 

Older, dated Jane 21, 1894, as 
rqpards arolicant) 

3 London ft (General Bank Id. (to compel attendance of 

witUMS) 

4 London k West of England Contract Co. kL (leava 

to issue writ of attachment) 
6 Colonial Debentore Corpn. Id. (vary order reftulng 
poblioexmo.) 

6 Ormonde Gymnastic Clob Id. (for leave to iasoe writ 

of attachment) 

7 Hemp Yam k Cordage (to discharge order dated 

March 7, 1896) 

8 Sonthem CoontieB Deposit Bank Id. (to appoint 

Liqoidator) 

9 Great Soothem of Spain Ry. Co. Id. (to stay wind- 

ing-op) 



CHANCERY DIVISION. 
10 Waltes V. Hemp Yam k Cordage Co. Id. (motn. for 



11 George Rootledge k Sons Id. and redooed (to rectify 
register) 



COMPANIES (Winding u^^). 
PETinoirs. 

1 Joseph Boll, Sons & Co. kL (petn. of M. T. Shaw 

ftCo.) 

2 Glamorgan Central Permanent Benefit BoiUUng Soc. 

(petn. of the Co.) 

5 Indnstrial Secaxities Investment Co. Id. (petn. of 

£. A. Hamblyn) 
4 Bi<kMoaBy. ftMtaieBkL(petiLorF. Thorn) 

6 Woolley Coal Go. kL (Yorkshire Banking Co. kL) 

6 DaweandCo. ki.(petn.ofA.Whitcharch) 

7 Candelaria Waterworks k Milling Co. kL (petn. of 

J. L. Whelenfanr.) 

8 Eastern Coonties Bacon Factory U. (petn. of Lakir 

andKinderal^ 

9 Otia6teeICo.ld.(petn.ofLanraBelton) 

10 G. k S. Bracknell Id. (petn. of the Continental 

Bottle Qo.) 

11 $oatibiKentWaterCo.(petn. of JamesOakes&Co.) 

12 New Park of Mines (petn. of FrancU William 

Mitchell) 

13 Carlsbamn Spirit Go. kL (petn. of C. de Morietin 

ft Co.) 

14 Marriage, Neave ft Co. kL (petn. of L. M. Romfonl 

andanr.) 

15 Unfon Mortgage, Banking ft Trust Co. kL[(petn. of 

William Shaw). 

16 Inventors' TJnkn kL (petn. of W. E. Brunall) 

17 Colwyn Bay PierCo. UL (petn. of John Annan) 

18 PrudeiitialDepoeitBank]d.(petn.oftiieOou) 

19 Lartigoe Railway Constructkm Go. kL (petn. of Tbt 

Thames Iron Works ft^ Shlp- 
boOding Co. Id.; 

20 Brewery Joint Stock Syndicate Id. (petn. of Tte 

Leslie Syndicate UL) 



Digitized by 



Google 



176 



THE WEEKLY NOTES. 



[June 6, 1896. 



21 BttMxnBfield Dluniaid Mininf Co. Id. (petn. of J. P. 

OontAcom.) 

22 ChemistB' Anoc Id. (peta. of Joseph Beecbun) 

23 The areat I>iiiidu Gold Mining Co. Id. (petn. of 

Henry Schmidt) 

24 National SkattDgFlJAoe Id. (petn. of F.CosU&anr.) 

25 Bxewery Joint&ofdc Syndicate Id. (petn. of L. G. 

BoaeeU) 

CHANCERY DIVISION. 

26 TiptoiiMoaiCoUJeiy]d.&Tediioed(petn.ofCo.) 

27 Sod^te Vinicole de Tnrqnle Id. (petn. of Co. and 

SharehoUen to readnd lesoliiticnB) 

28 Union Steamahlp Co. Id. & the Oompantes (Memor- | 

andmn of AflBodation) Act, 1890 
^9 SpedalAgen<7Co.ld. &r6iaced(peta.oftheCo.) I 
30 George Boottodge k Sons Id. k radaoed (petn. of 

the Co.) 



COUBT SUMHONBSB. 

COMPANIES {Winding up). 

1 LyrtoClnbld.(ietaBldepn>olli) 

3 Lands Allotment Co. Id. (tazaticn of bill) 

3 A. Salomon & Co. kL (nmoTe name fhxm Ibt) 

4 Hmp Yam & Cocdage Co. Id. rfbr dlacoverj') 

6 LandfOQ k Genaml Bank Id. (Cor kave to make a 

setoff) 
6 Genenl Credit Co. Id. (to ^poinft new Liquidator) 



5 Daniell Whatel^ 

Queensland Investment k Land Mortgage Co. Id. «. 
O'Connell action & ooonter-clalm 
(Deft, £. B. Drmy, dead) 
jInreBeed 
(.Beed Thompson action (Deft. Thompson 



Alston actkm (not before June 5) 

Johnson, Clark k Parker Id. v. Collier action (not 



10 Qleadowe 



before July 1) 
Bortoo action (Deft, dead) 



7 Hampshire Land Co. Id. (as to claim) 

" ■ ^Plantattons" '* 

oaU) 



8 Mexican Tobacco I 



Id. (for directkos aa to 



9 Sale Hotel and Botanical Gaidens Co. Id. (for 
deictoritkin as to mistiBasanoe) 



CHANCERY DIVISION. 

10 Stnbber T. Daniel & Co. Id. (for sale) 

11 Same Same (for leave to croes-ezamiue) 

12 Same Same (declare dividend) 

13 Same Same (for discovery) 

14 Same Same (for sale) 



Davis 



Before Mr. Justice Rombb. 

Causes roB Trial. 

iWith FtttneMM.) 

6111 Bros, action (pleadings to be 

deUvered) 
Jewell action (pleadhigs to be 

deUvered) 
SUdmore action (Pltff: dead) 



Ciawshaw 
sittings) 



action] (flrbt day of 



Aveiy 
Mercler 



Trans/erred by Order dated 27fA February, 

1896. 

Tolson Speight k Son acUon (Pltff. dead) 

Tolaon Singleton action (Pltff. dead) 

Eastern Concessions Id. v. Defty action 
Oakley Ford action 

15 In re The Globe Blocks Gold Mining Co. id. motn. 
ordered to go into witness List 

(Deoember 6, 1896) 

In re The Same (J. M. Bell's case; motn. 

In re The Same C J. L. Basse's case) motn 

In re The Same (j. Gibson's case) motn. 

In re The Same(W.M. Flack's case) motn., a^^ 

20 In re The Same (T. Pooock's case) motn. I 9* a o 

In re The Same (L. Meldal's case; motn. \ -^ 

In re The Same (G. Beid's case) motn. /* Jg* 

In re The Same (M. Ichenhanser's case) / ^a S" 

motn. I S ^ 

In re The Same (D. Fitzmanrioe's case) ■ ^ - — 

motn. 

25 In re The Same (J. L. FoirlU's case) motn.> 

Perkins J. H. Knight k Sons action (not 

before June 17) 
Orton action & motn. Cor Jndgt. 
Hntchings 

WlndKhoegl 

9 Handftnd 
(Fitch 
{Freeman 
jlnreFurmklge 
eFvrmidge Kemp action k motn. for Judgt. 

(not before May 1) 
jln re Honywood ■ 

(Fraser Bayer action & motn. for Jndgt. 

J In re Graham 

Wvnne action & motn. for judgt 

(not before Joly 1) 
Taylor action 

National Insoe. &c Id. action 
Callender motn. for Jodgt. 
Society des Lnnetleres 
Corpn. of British Investors Id. action. 
Croft actkm 

Halse action (Deft bankmpt) 
Fortls Powder k Explosives Co. Id 



B24) 



Hedley, Jonr. 

East End Dwellings C( 

Freeman) actions 



Co. Id. action 



Fitch f (consolidated) 



(Graham 

Wanen 
Boeche 



Pony 
P^Sg 

Waoogne 
Kent 



Prudential Deposit Bank Id. «. Oxenden action 

Hilliam Dearden action and ooanter-daim 

45 White Brown action 

Barker Attwood action 

Lovelock Vincent action (Exeter D.B.) 

Essex Jay action (not before Juie 24 

jIn re Watson 

\Watson Wateon action A coontcr-KdAim 



50 Singleton 
kfiUer 



Bains action 

Miller Foot action 

Feamsldes Baines action 

Li.enses Insorance Cocpn. kc. U. r. Lawaon action 

Bowland MitcheU action 

55 Sprange Ooosins action 

Barries Bourne & Giant adtoD 

suuwii%mn Gooch actlon (oot bcfoie JoDe 15) 

Graham WiUfoid acUon 

Actien Gesellschafl fhr Cartonnagen IntasMe t . 
Schroeder action 
60 OUver Thonil^ k Co. action wltknt 

pleadmgs 

Piotheroe Pretberoe action 

Incandescent Gas Light Co. kL «. Hughes actte 

Tmrtee of Property of H. J. Calcntt, kc «. GUcatt 



Grange Broml^ action k motn. foJndgL 

85 Smith Jones action 

ClnreWUliama 
tWilliams White action 

Mnndy actn. &moln. ftirJadglL 



fin re Wood 
lAttomnr-Gen. Anderson actkm 
BeU Bdd action (not befoR July 1) 

70 Moon Gregory action 

fInreCoondley 
(Coukdley Silk action 

Incandescent Ctaa Light Co. Id. e. Hrtter actkn 
Trotter McCarthy action & motn. for jadct. 

(short) 
Fllby Hoonsell action 

75 BiU Beard action 

Goodwin Essex 

Evans Priddy 

StapMon Lyles action 

Deotidi Cohen actkm 

80 Fairhead Bichardson action 

Booth A' yh t o n action 

CaldweU Hydro-Oxy. Gas Pfetent ProprieUiy 

id. action 
Symons Wood action (pleading to te de- 

livei«d) 
Hargreaves Nat. C^yrter k Lobster Cnltsie Go. 
action 
ft. (In re Gordon 

^ iDorig Fitapatrlck action (set down bf 

Deft. Fitzpatrick) 
In re J. W. Taylor's Patent, Mo. 6,538 of IBM. kc 
petn. wdered to go into WitiM» 

The Incandeeoent Gas Light Co. Id. v. aiepbod 



Woodhams Hobbs action 
Mosentiial New Gordon Diamond Mining (^ 

Id. 



•0 Attorney-Gen. Byford action 



(InreCmwshaw 

(Crawshaw Cmwshaw fhr. oon. 

jBenean Addington 

iHare Beneaa action k connter-daiB 

(transferred tnm Cbitty J- ^ 
order) 
93 Visooimt Hood Addington (transferred firam Chitiif 
J. by order) 



SUMMARY OF CHANCERY CAUSE LIST. 

h'-Mr, Justice CBmr—Wttnea Actions 59 

Non-WiineBB AotionB, inoludiiig Snmmonaes 82 

Further CoiiBideratioiis 7 

— 148 

2.— Mr. Justice North— TTttfieM Jo/tofu 66 

Non-WitneflB Actions 6 

Adjourned Summonses 24 

Further Considerations 7 

— 103 

3.— Mr. Justice Stibleno— Tf^neta Aotions 83 

Non-Witness Actions, including Summonses 31 

Further Considerations 3 

— 117 

4.— Mr. Justice KEKEWiGH—TTi^ieM ilefiofK 56 

Non-Witness Actions 2 

Adjourned Summonses 23 

Further Considerations 3 

Carried forward 452 

Digitized by VjOOQIC 
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5.— Mr. Jastioe R< 



Tota 

N.B. — In addition 
mc 
thi 



SPECIAL I 

FOB ABGU] 

1 1b re an Arbtn. between Tt 

^Stoinnarket £7avlgaUo 

County Council (part hei 

k Mr. Justice Kennedy, 

S IHAictCotincUofBATtonl 

ua. (pftTt be«ni before 

Jortice Kennedy, May 21 

S In re an Arbtn. between 

Stamianl Steamship Owu( 

U. (case to be re-stated). 

4 latenatknal Bank of Lond 

i The Boanl of Trade v. The 

i YwDgbittband v. MetropoU 



OPPOSED M( 

FOB ARGU2 

1 1b re a Solicitor. Expte. 

(not beard before Baroc 

Oay, April 23, 1896) 
I In re Mcnghan Jc Hall. 

(8.0. for farther report) 
3 In re a Solicitor. Expte. 

(3.a Jane 30) 
* Hockley v. Anaah (Regan, i 
|« Grey r. Kaddyffe k Wife 
^1 In re a Solicitor. Expte. 
' Incorporated Law Soc.) 
11 Gnntham k Sons v. Schreil 
?• Bttdielor k anr. v. Urban C 

Margun 
^ bnaSoUcHnr. Expte. Is 
g breSame. Expte. Same 
P Hai-Kamedy V. Ueas Ic ors. 
n .%kleky v. London Hygieni 

■ bi re an Arbtn. between 

[J nyuit V, DawBon k on. 

■ h> re an Arbtn. between K 

Eraeet Bigland k Co. 



CBOWN P^ 

FOB JUDGM 

LwjAm. The Qneen v. "^ 

Jjbnal Green (earote. 

•>iri for mandamna (araw 

Ro«ll, L.C.J. and Wrigl 

Aorthamfaeriand. The Qim 

IHatiict CoQudl (exnte. L< 

nundamns (argiMd May l 

, L.CJ., and WlUa, J.V 

LttMbbe, Liverpool. Hoi 

*«». Comity Oorart P 

J^J 13, coram Lord Bw 

^■■a,Lewe> and Eaatboor 
EMttonme v. Bradford 
jMit'8 appeal (argued May 
I-CJ.andWIlla. J.). 
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62 
63 



(ezi>te. Mayor, kc of Soathpori) Nisi for pro- 

PembrokeBhire, Pembroke Docks. • Wbite k- anr. v. 

Cnllwick Coonty GoDit. DeteidAiit'ii appenl. 
Mlddleeez, Bow. Cnwley v. McGregor, Gow k Co. 

Comity Court PlalntUTe appeaL 



REVENUE PAPER. 

Fob Judgment. 

Attoniey-Gen. v. Baron Wolverton (c.a.v. Ma^- 13) 
The Chicago Bailway Tennlnal Elevator Co. 1 J. and 
The Commia. of Inland Bevenne (c.a.v. May 19) 



Fob Heabing. 

causes bt exgubh dffoematxov. 

1 Attoniey-Gen. r. The V erderen of the New Foreat k 

OTS. part heard. 

2 Attamey-Gen. «. Newcomen (dnoe dec.) and on. 

part beard. 

3 Attorney-Gen. v. Earl of Carlisle k on. 



DIVISIONAL LIST— SUMMARY. 

Special Paper . . . . ft 

Opposed Motions , 15 

Grown Paper 63 

Reyenne 3 

Total .. .. 87 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 



2BINITY SITTINGS, 1896. 



APPEALS AND MOTIONS IN BANKRUPTCY. 



Appeals for hearing before a Divisional 
OouBT Sitting in Bankruptoy, from County 
Courts, pending May, 1896. 



InreDigDaU 
In re Daniel 
In re Newton 
4 In re Brown 



Ezple. Soan v. Morley 
Expte. Barfoot 
Expte. CoUina 
Expte. Same 



MonoNS in Bankbuftot for hearing before 
Mr. Justice Vaughav Wiluams, pending 
May, 1896. 
In ro Myen Expte. Official Becdrer v. Myen 
In ro Cogden Expte. Li|dit v. Percy 
In re Gallard Expte. Gallazd, H. 
In ro Pennal Expte. 0. Berry «. Boyd k Co. 
6 In re Bottomley Expte. Smith v. Haydon 
In re Simpson Expte. Farmer v. Tanner 
In re Dee Clayes Expte. Meaae v. Pumell 



In xe Tetley Expte. Jeffirvy v. Tetley k on. 

In re Alexander Expie. Fm v. SobertBoa 

In re Linton Expte. Debtor k Wife r. Btom, 

Janson ACo. 
In re Same Expte. Same «. Walpole k on. 
In re Mootagoe Expte. Ward v. L. fc S. W. Bnk 

kan. 
In re Same Expte. Same «. Same k on. 
In re Day and Yoong Expte. Friend v. Booltan 
In re Linton Expte. Debtor k Wiile r. * 

Cobb, PeaiHon J: Co. 



Mattbbs IK Bahxbuftgt. — Total Appeals and Motions . . 



19. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 



ADMIRALT Y.— TRINITY SITTINGS, 1896. 



ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 



Ship ** Abchuboh " 

„ ''A. J. Balfoub" 

„ "Annie" 

„ "Ann Websteb" 

5 „ " BiSHOPflGATE " 

„ "Cassel" 

„ " Chatbwobth ** 

„ " ClTT OF BaNGOB " 

„ "Colomba" 

10 „ "Cbaigeabn" 

„ "Cbathie" 

„ "Dabby" 

„ " Deebhill " 

„ "Eabtboubne" 

15 „ "Elbe" 

„ "Elgen" 

„ " Enoinsbb " 

„ " Falcon " . 

„ "G.E.W00D" 

20 „ " Gulp op Bothina " 

„ "Holmsidb" 

„ " Idlewild " 

„ " James Liyeset " 

SUMMARY.— Actions for Trial 



Ship"jANETA" 

25 „ "JohnByng" 

„ " John O. Scott '» 

„ •* LSONOBA " 

„ " LiCATA " 

„ " LINDBMFEL3 " 

30 „ " LOBNA DOOXE " 

„ "Madbid" 

„ "Mabia" 

„ "Mabiposa" 

„ " MiLUCENT " 

35 „ "MonteRosa" 

„ "Nellie" 

[ „ "Obellana" 

„ "Pacific" 

„ "Quabta" 

40 „ "Sibbbian" 

„ " Speedwell " 

„ " Spibit op the Mobking " 

„ " Stabling " 

„ "TowebHill" 

45 „ "Ubbino" 

„ " Ville de Rouen " 



46 ; Appeals to Divisional Court 



0— Total 



46 



Memobandum. — ^No complete List of Actions to be tried in this Diyision during Trinity Sittings can be given in advance, as the >^^^ 
and order in which they will be tried are necessarily dependent upon the presence in this Count^ of Seafaring Witnesses wbow 
movements are unavoidably uncertain. The List will therefore be subject to alterations and additions. 
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HIGH COURT 

PROBATE, DIVORCE, AN: 



PROBATE ACTIOS S and MATRIMONIAL CAUSE 



Abbritiations.—P. Probate— D. Dissolution of Marr 
B.G.B. Eestitution of Conjug 



i Litt of Ca\ue» in the order in which they are set down for Triai 

Lists wUl he printe 

Parties must he prepared to try their Causes ten 



1 


D. 


2 


D. 


3 


D. 


4 


D. 


5 


D. 


6 


D. 


7 


D. 


8 


D. 



1 


D. 


2 


D. 


3 


D. 


4 


D. 


5 


J.8. 


6 


ID. 


7 


D. 


8 


D. 


9 


D. 


10 


D. 


11 


D. 


12 


D. 


13 


D. 


14 


D. 


15 


N. 


16 


D. 


17 


D. 


18 K.C.R. 


19 


D. 


20 


D. 


21 


D. 


22 


D. 


23 


D. 


24 


D. 


25 


D. 


26 


P. 


27 


D. 


28 


D. 



PART-HEARD CAUSES. 

Notice to he given at Court when Parties are ready to 
proceed with the further Hearing of these Causes. 

Tomlin v. Tomlin & Dixon . 
Healey v. Healey & Sirett . 
Nokes V. Nokes & Golding . 
Gracknell v, Cracknell & Riley 
Bourne «. Bourne & Spreng . 

Plowden v, Plowden & Ecbersley 
Seekina v. Seekins & Adams . 
Greayes v. Greaves 



BEFORE THE COURT ITSELF— UN- 
DEFENDED DIVORCE. 



27 


D. 


28 


D. 


29 


.T.8 


30 


D. 


31 


D 


32 


I) 


33 


D. 



Eden v, Eden & Hesnreur 

Dutton V. Dutton & Webber . 

Macklin v. Macklin & Abndiamson 

Rowlands v. Rowlands . 

Master v. Master .... 

Dalling v. Dalling 

Moore v. Moors & Stein . 

Hawke v. Hawke .... 

Eraser v. Eraser & Campbell . 

Dutton V, Dutton .... 

Nichols V, Nichols 

Milnthorp (by her guardian) v. Miluthorp 

Richards v. Richards & Pooock 

Colwell V. Colwell 

Gamett orse. Richardson v. Gamett 

Toye V, Toye .... 

Mulberry v. Mulberry, Warner & Moray 

Murphy ». Murphy ..." 

Borham v, Borhiam & Anthony 

Whitelegge v, Whitelegge & Spaviu 

Russell V. Russell & Norris 

Pizzala v. Pizzala .... 

Wase V. Wass .... 

Cross r. Cross .... 

Loman v. Leman .... 

Darey v. Darey .... 

Tonkin v. Tonkin .... 

Wilson V. Wilson & FurrcsJon 

Roddv. Rudd .... 

Pankhurst v. Pankhurst, May & Brooks 

Cork V. Cork & Marshall 

Dixon V. Dixon .... 

Sullivan v. Sullivan d: Harris 



(in camer&] 
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34 


D. 


35 


D. 


36 


D. 


37 


D. 


38 


D. 


39 


D. 


40 


D. 


41 


D. 


42 


D. 


43 


D. 


44 


D. 


45 


N. 


46 


D. 


47 


D. 


48 


D. 


49 


D. 


50 


D. 


51 


D. 


52 


D. 


63 


D. 


54 


D. 


55 


D. 


56 


D. 


57 


D. 


58 


D, 


59 


D. 


60 


D. 


61 


D. 


62 


D. 


63 


D. 


64 


D. 


65 


D. 


66 


D. 


67 


N. 


68 


D. 



D. 



D. 



D. 

D. 

J.8. 

D. 



11 D. 

12 P. 

13 D. 

14 P. 

15 P. 

16 R.C.R. 



NAME OF CAUSE. 



MoiBon V. Morson & Shalden. 

Hills V. Hills & Spratt . 

James v, James .... 

Beeks v. Beeks & Butionjee . 

Plowman v. Plowman & North 

Lewis V. Lewis .... 

Hitt r. Hitt & Brier . 

Clay V. Olav .... 

Holley V, Molley A Devine . 

Davis V. Davis & Kenyon 

Brett t?. Brett . . . . 

Bunce orse. Gee v. Bunco . 

Fall u. Fall & Jolley . 

Ellis V, Ellis & Hitchins 

Stammers v. Stammers & Atherton 

Beckless v. Beckless . 

Fothergill 1?. Fothergill. 

Bush V. Bush .... 

Glass (by her guardian) v. Glass . 

Oliver v. Oliver & Truter 



(in earner^) 



Collingwood v. CoUingwood . 

Miles V. Miles & Smith. 

Dean v. Dean .... 

Bates V, Bates .... 

Mindenhall v. Mindenhall & Comwcll 

Green v. Green A Hale . 

Bishop V. Bishop .... 

Fox r. Fox 

Weston V. Weston & Carlton . 
Ffolliott r. Ffolliott . 
Symons v. Symons 

Lee V. Lee 

Stevenson v. Stevenson . 

Yon Zedlitz v. Yon Zedlitz orse. Beattie 

Thrupp V. Thrupp 

Tow r. Tow & Tarry . 

Wilson V. Wilson & Porter . 



SOLICITORS. 



PlAlnUlTs. 



(in camerft) 
Kingston . 



And a Supplemental List after Special Juries. 



COMMON JURIES. 
Bnmup V. Bumup • 



Langhom v. Langhom & Doyle (Queen's Proctor 
shewing cause). 

{In the Qoods of J. Hickman, dec. 
Hickman v. Smith 
Wain Wright v, Wainwright & Carr 
Wakefield v. Wakefield & King . 
Nicolson V, Nicolson 
Barnes v. Barnes & Farrell . 



Ashwell V. Aflhwell & Armitage 

|In the Goods of Driver. 
\ Driver v. Driver . 

(In the Goods of R. N. Kemp, dec. 
Kemp V. Store 
Organ v. Organ & Pearce 
In the Goods of Noakes, dec. 
Ransom & anr. v. Helyer & anr. 

Cowans v. Cowans 
rin the Goods of Beal, dec. 
\Powell V, Barrett . 
rin the Goods of Wilkinson, dec. 
\Bannister v. Smith 

Butterworth v. Butterworth . 



F. Kent & Co. 
In Person .... 
Emmet A Co. 
Indermaur & Brown. 
Young A Son. 

F. Osbaldeston . . 
CoUyer-Bristow A Co. 
Walker A Rowe. 

J. 0. Scard. 
T. B. B. Apps . . 
Patersons, Snow A Co. 
Kemble & Co. . . 
Rowcliffes A Co. 
J. A. Bartrum . . 
J. T. Southgate. 
Minshalls . . . 
Hind A Robinson 
Sedgwick A Sharman. 
Sedgwick A Sharman. 
Ruston, Clark A 
Bnston. 

G. D. Freeman. 
W. L. Cooper. 
In Person. 
Seeley A Son. 
0. H. Salmon. 
E. Robins. 

May, Sykes A Co. 
B. White. 
Clinton A Co. 
Dod, Longstaffe A Co. 
Mann A Crisp. 
Guedalla A Cross . 
M. H. Leverton. 
Edmondfl A Turner. 
Lewis A Lewis . . 
PhUps A Wallace. 
Wilson, Wallis A Co. 



Dixon, Weld A Dixon 

Pitchforth, King & 
Heelis. 



DereDdanfs. 



C. Robinson A Co 
Turner, Smith A Co. 
Clinton & Co. . . 
Preston, How A Co. . 
Speechly, Mumf ord A 

Co. 
Harman, Ward A 

Collier. 

G. Booth . . . . 

Banes .... * 
Darley A Cumberland 

Kingsford, Dorman A 

Co. 
Tyrell, Lewis A Co. . 

T. A. Jones. 

H. P.Scailiff . . 
Colyer&Colyer . . 



C. W. Y. Stewart. 



Osborne A Osborne. 



Howard & Fenner 
Rooke A Sons. 



E. F. Fox. 
W. Fisher. 



Co-BeqModent's. 



Howard A Fenner. 



Rowclifies A Co, 



Lumley A Lumley. 



Yeo A Co. 



Campbell, Reeves A 
Co. 



Robins, Billing & Co. 

W. J. H. Bull. 
Beale A Co. 
W. K. Walter. 



f W. H. Winterbotham. 
iJ. J. G. Pugh. 

Keene, Marsland A Co. 
Ford A Ford. 

Dawes A Son. 

Penningfton A Son. 



R. H. Wood. 
G. H. Steinberg. 



Rowcliffes. 
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Xo. 



17 

18 



D. 
D. 

P. 

D. 



1 J.8. 

2 D. 

3 D. 

4 D. 



5 


P. 


6 
7 
8 
9 


J.S. 

D. 

D. 
JA 


10 


P. 


11 


D. 


12 


P. 


13 


L 


14 


P. 


15B.CJR. 

16 N. 

17 J.8. 



18 P. 



20 
21 


D. 


23 


P. 


23 


P. 


24 


J.8. 


25 


D. 


26 


P. 


27 


J.8. 


28 


P. 


29 
30 


D. 


31 


D. 


32 


P. 


33 


P. 


34K.C.R. 
36 J.S. 



Faulkner v, Faulkner & Haynes • 
Wells V. Wells, Duckar and Kaufmann 

(In the Goods of Peppiatt. 

\Keimedy v. Peppiatt • • • 
Brown v. Brown & Elsegood . 



NAME OF CAUSE. 



BEFORE THE COURT ITSELF— PROBATE 
AND DEFENDED DIVORCE. 

Young V. Yoone 

Tnmpenny v. Turnpenny 

Win<mcomb r. AVinchcomb & Eatwell 

Samnel v. Samuel, Biisooe ft Barrow and ors. . 



{In the Goods of Honry Gresham, dec. 
Woods V, Harrison 
Ifackay v. Mackay 
Tinker v. Tinker . 
Bass V, Bass & Houchin 
Ryder v. Ryder . 

(In the Goods of Michell, dec. 
Michell V. Frere . 

Johnson v. Johnson 

rin the Goods of Reeve, dec. 

\Hope V. Thomas . 

, Dnnster v, Dnnster 

rin the Goods of Trundcll, dec. 

tTmndell A anr. v. Tnmdell 

Walker t?. Walker. 

Firth V. Firth orse. Paahley 

Hoes V. Moss 

/In the Goods of Jones, dec. 
(Williams v. Pritchard . 

(In the Goods of Hardy, dec. 
\Froet r. Taylor & ors. . 



Chapman v. Chapman . 

Poole V. Poole & Charlton (Queen's Ftoctor showing 

cause). 
(In the Goods of Smith, dec. 

\Oxenbould r. Smith 

/In the Goods of Wake, dec. 

\Wake V, Anderson & anr 

Shaw V. Shaw 

Smith Hughes v. Smith Hughes .... 
[In the Gk)ods of Beswiok, dec 
\Myen v. Darley 

Soorza v. Scorza 

(In the Goods of Bennett, dec. 
Yesey v. Slater 

Stock V. Stock 

Maggs V, Maggs & Creedy (Queen's Proctor showing 

cause). 
May V. May, Symonds & Fletcher . • • . 

(In the Goods of Reeye, dec. 
Hope V. Thomas • . . 

,In the Goods of Tozer 

.Westminster Hospital v. Tozer Perowne & Budd 

I (Interveners) 

Ellis V. Ellis 

Hanbury v, Hanbury 

Sandoe v. Sandoe 



SOUCITORS. 



PlAlntUTs. 



DefendAnt's. 



Co-Reepondent's. 



H. E. Herman 
Philip Upton. 

W. B. Glaeier . . 
Robins, Billing & Co. 



i R. Charles. 
C. W. Y. Stewart. 

Solomon Myers. 
Marriott & Condor 



Lewis & Lewis . . H. A. Faroian. 
Willie Shore . . . 1 W. J. Collens. 
Tarry, Sherlock & Co. | A. E. Copp. 



Marriott & Condor. 



F. Yenn & Co. 



Clinton & Co.. . 
J. G. Metcalfe . 
Crowders & Yizard 
A. T. Margetts . 
Ayrton & Biscoe . 

Crosse & Sons 
Holmes Moss. , 

Satchell & Chappie 
R. F. Clarke . . 

S. Evans . . . 
Lumley & Lumley 
Van Sandau & Co. 
Kingsbury & Co.. , 

T.L. Yates . . 



Bower & Co. 

Collye 
Id Pel 



I 



Collyer-Bristow & Co. 
^erson. 



R. Smith & Co. 



Bell,Brodrick&Co.. 
Waddy&Co.. . . 

Prior & Co. . . . 

Hiffe, Henley ft Co. . 
P. Braby .... 

Murray, Hutchings 

ft Co. 
Hill ft Co. . . . 
Shaen ft Co. 

H. C. Hardy . . . 

Satchell & Chappie . 

TroUope ft Winck- 



W. N. Ellen 



Ever ft Neave for 

Briscoe. 
Stibbard ft Gibson /or 
. Barrow. 



A. S. C. Doyle . . 
W. Hicks .... 
Bird, Moore ft Strode 



F. Hatton. 

G. B. Wheeler. 
Ayrton & Biscoe. 
In Person. 

In Person. 

Oattams, Jehu ft Co. 
C. Scard 

Busk ft Mellor. 
Blyth, Dutton ft Co. 

A Pope. 
Rowoliffes ft Co. 
AroollftOo. 
Hiokling ft Co. 

Jacques ft Co. 
Rowoliffes ft Ca 
Bridges ft Co. 
Cree ft Son. 
Horn ft Co. 
'. Sole, Turner ft Co. 



Barton ft Co. 

Ullithome ft Co. 
Johnson, Weatherall 

ft Co. 
R. White. 

Mear ft Fowler. 
Bolton ft Co. 



Gibbs ft Co. 

E. Swain. 

Busk ft Mellor. 

(Lee ft Pemberton. 
1 Dmoes ft Attlee. I 

Busk ft Co. 

In Person. 

Hamlin, Grammer ft ! 
Hamlin. 
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No. 



37 



soucnx)BS. 



NAME OF CAUSE. 



PkintiiTs. 



Sympson v. Sympf^on, Piller and Mavgrove 

(In the Goods of Clench, dec. 
Clench r. Pigott 



r 



PownallA Co. 



39 
40 


J.S. 
D. 


41 


P. 


42 


p. 


43 


D. 


44 


N. 


45 


P. 


46 


P. 


47 


D. 


48 


D. 


49 


P. 


50 


P. 


51 


P. 


52 


D. 


63 
54 


J.S. 
D. 


55 
56 


A. 
D. 


57 


P. 


58 


P. 


59 


P. 


60 


P. 


61 


P. 



I Morse, , Hewitt 

I Farman 

Enowlea r. Knowles Fraser & Christian 

Bonns orse. Taylor v. Bonus orse. Taylor . . ' Firth & Co. . . 

{ In the Goods of Waller, dec. 

(Tingey v. Addison 

Connell v, Connell A Stinton .... 



Walker, Sons & Field. 
C. P. Deane . . . 



Williams v. Williams & Myburgh (before the Presi- 
dent, 3rd June) 

Stevens v. Stevens orse. Kirby . .(in camera) 
(In the Goods of Rowland, dec. 
\Carrie v. Taylor 

In the Goods of Hope, dec. 

Hope r. Peel 

Gilford r. GifTord & Grant 



Robins v. Robins & Feme 
(In the Goods of Abbiss, dec. 
\ Jones V. Abbiss . 
(In the Goods of Hill, dec. 
\Hill r. Clark 



I In the Goods of Adams, dec. 
[Sargeant v. Thacker . 
An^w r. Andrew & Batten , 



Ainsworth r. Ainsworth 

Ramsay r. Ramsay & Schlunnagcr . 



Christian r. Christian . 
Askew V. Askew & Barrett 
fin the Goods of Contts, dec. 
I A'Conrt r. Contts . 



(In the Goods of West 
I Joeoelyne & anr. v. West 

I In the Goods of Redwood, dec. 
|\Kelley r. Rooney . 

II In the Goods of Cassidy, dec. 
|\Cay t>. Pyke. 

! (In the Goods of Crafts, dec. 
\Furnival & anr. r. Wilson & ors. 



Hurray, Hutchins & 

Co. 
Toy & CD. . . . 

Watson, Sons' & Room 

T. E. Peet . . . 
Clarke & Symes . . 

Wainwright & Co. . 

Wainwright & Co. . 

Gnsootfce, Wadham & 
Bradbnry. 

Whites & Co. . . 
Meredith, Roberts & 

MUls. 
A. B. Chnbb . . * 
WesL King, Adams 

&Co. 
Lawrence & S6n . . 
Mellor, Smith & May 

Marchant, Benwell & 
Marchant. 



Defendant's. 



62 P. 

63 D. 

64 P. 

65 P. 

66 D. 

67 P. 

68 .J.S. 

69 J.S. 

70 P. 

71 J.S. 

72 D. 

73 D. 

74 P. 



iln the Goods of Gamer, dec. 
Race V, Gamer 
Lewis V. Lewis & Taylor 
(In the Goods of Thompson, dec. 
\Dunn r. Dakin 

fin the Goods of Beresford, dec. 
\Bere8ford r. Beresford . 

Rowley v. Rowley 
I In the Goods of Armstrong, dec. 
\ Simons v. Lamb . 

Glendening r. Glendening . 

Judkins v, Judkins 

(In the Goods of Chick, dec. 
\WaU V.Nantes . 

Tucker r. Tucker . 

Sneth r. Sneth 

Bambury v, Bambury . 

(In the Goods of Purdy, dec. 
Procter r. Purdy . 



E. Bromley . . . 

Pitman St Sour. 

A.A. Ndwell. . . 

Norris, Aliens & 
Chapman. 

Howard & Atherton . 
Schulz ft Son . . . 

Lee, Ockerby & 
EveriDfgton. ' 

Andrew Wood 'ft Co. 
H.Ikin . . . . 



And a Supplemental Li:<t after Special Juries. 
See Term Card. 



Darley & Cumberlaxid 
Martineau ft Reid . 
H. B. Wade . . 



Barlow ft James . . 
P. Nicholls . . . 
Ronth, Stacey'ft Co. 
C.H. Salmon. . . 

Bell, Broderick ft 
Gray. * 



Collyer-Brifltow 



Pettiver ft Pearkes. 

B. T. Storr. 
Smith ft Gofton. 



Lloyd, Humphrys ft 
Wade. 



Hughes, Hooker ft Co. 

Prior, Church & Adams. 

A. Toovey. 
Michael Abrahams, 

Sons ft Co. 
W. Nutt . . . . 

Greene ft Underbill. 

lAdermaur ft Brown. 



Day, Russell ft Co. 
Ford ft Ford. 

Sharpe, Parker ft Co. 
Shaen,^ouse ft Co. . 

G. G. Leader. 
Kime ft Hammond . 

Sandom, Kersey ft 
Knight. 

In Person. 



Co-BopflBteiri. 



A. A. Kowell /tr 
Mayg^ve, 



Leyaid,nowttta 



Iliffe, Honloy ft Sweet. 
F. Duke. 

French ft Co. 
Bower ft Cotton. 

C. B. Ward. 

L*. Kirkham. 

W. H. Armstrong. 



In PtrwHL 



Shaen, Ronse&Ci 
Kime ft Hammoai 



Lake ft Lake. 
Cohen ft Cohen. 
Arnold, Williams ft 
Co. 

Surr, Gribble ft Co. 
Speechley ft Co. 

Storey ft Co. 

ICartwright ft Con- . 
ninglutm. 
Hamlin ft Co. 
GriffithiB ft Gardner. 
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Sa 



NAME OF CAUSE. 



SOLICITORS. 






1 




Go-Beapondent's. 




r 






r 






• 


W. BL Smith & Ron 
Dixon Warlow fw 
Watt. 



■Undefended . 



70; Common JurieB ... 20; 



Defended . . 74; SpecialJories 



. 9.— Total 



178. 



order: To be 
replaced in the List of Causes for hearing on the Petitioner giving Ten days' Notice in widting to the other parties for 
whom an appearance has been entered, and filing a Copy of such Notice in the B^stry. 



I. 



SOLICITORS. 



NAME OF CAUSE. 



Petitkner's. 



(order) 



Gothard v. Gk>tbard 

Gothard v. Gothard & Wolf 

Greenwood n. Greenwood 

Adams v. Adams . 

Burrows v. Borrows & Normington 

Bnrley r. Barley . . . ' 

Swan r. Swan 

Jeffries v. Jeffries. 

Ford V. Ford & ZimeUi . 

Henry v, Henry . 

Thomas v, Thomas k Evans . 

Pilling V. Pilling . 

Henslmw v. Henshaw . 

Cowley V, Cowley & McCarthy 

Grove v. Grove 

Waddington v. Waddin^ton . 

McLean v. McLean & Gardner 

Juggins V. Juggins, Hughes & Potter 

C.J. (stay secy.) 
Collick V. CoUick & Phillips orse. Lewis . 

C.J. (stay Older) 
HiiUips V, Phillips 

.(stay secy.) 



(commission) 
(defd. order) 
(defd. order) 
(defd.) (stay secy.S 
.(stay secy.S 
0efd. order) 
(defd. order) 
(defd. order) 



(undefd. order) 
.(stay secy.) 
(defd. order) 
(stay secy.) undefd. 
C.J. (stay order) 



Noble r. Noble 
Frith T, Frith & Price 
[iardner v. Lardner 
felfr.Self 



Uexander v. Alexander 
Sogben t?. Hos^ben & Lyons 
Bdwards v. Edwards & Corry 
>>atts r. Coutts k Kelly 
tf uldowney v. Muldowney 
)ieknell v. Bicknell & Foote 
ioae V. Bose & White . 



.(stay secy.) 



.(stay secy.) 
.(stay secy.) 
.(stay secy.) 
(order) 
.(stay aecy.) 
.(stay secy.) 



A. W. Thomas . , 

Alfred E. (Jery . . 
8. G. Warner. 

C. Robinson & Co. . 

J. P. Chadwick . . 

Grossman & Co. . . 

F. Deakin. . ; . 

Hicklin ft Co. . . 
Montagu, Scott & Co. 

Fraser & Co. . . . 

C. Robinson & Co. . 
L. Kirkman. 

Bell & Co. . . . 

y. Thomasset . . 

W. T. Harvey . . 

E. Clarke. . . . 

S. P. Nash . . . 

Smith&Co. . . . 

Smiles & Co. . . . 



T. Beard & Sons . 
French & Lewis . 
C. L. W. Nicholson 
Futvoye & Co. . 
Hood Bam & Co. 
Harris & Chitham. 
Wilkinson & Son. 
Rudall, F. A. . 
Dix & Warlow . 
Stoneham & Son . 
Tompleton & Co. 
Ward, Perks 
McKay. 



& 



Rflspoodent's. 



Alfred R. Gery. 

A. W. Thomas . . 

F. Freke Palmer. 
Andrew Wood & Co. 
A. C. Defham.' 
Smith & Ca 
A. G. Ditton. 
Coode & Co. 
R. B. Coe. 
Wainwright k Co. 

Arkcoll & Co. 
Fielder & Co. 
W. Smee. 
E. Shalless. 
Hughes k Co. • . 
Brownlow k Howe . 

RiddellfVaiseyftCo. 

L. Rawlins. 
Crowders k Vizard. 
C. W. V. Stewart. 
Flegg k Son. 



C. W. V. Stewart. 
Greenop k Sons . . 
Wontner & Sons. 
Saxelby k Faulkner. 
Preston k Co. 
P. J. Rutland . . 



Co-ReBpondenfs. 



Hack k Morris. 



Andrew Wood k Co. 



Hughes k Co. 
Brownlow & Howe /« 

Potter. 
Riddell, Yaisoy k Co 



C. J. Brocklesby. 



Yandam k Terry, 
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No. 



31 
32 
33 
34 



D. 

J.S. 

D. 

D. 



35 R.C.R. 



87 

88 
39 

40 

41 
42 



D. 

D. 

D. 
D. 

D. 

D. 
D. 



43 


D. 


44 




45 


D 


46 


J.S. 


47 R.C.R. 


48 


D. 


49 


D. 


50 


D. 


51 


D. 



62 


D. 


53 




54 


N. 


55 


P. 


56 




57 


D. 


58 


D. 


59 


D. 


60 


J.S. 


61 


J.S. 


62 R.G.R. 1 


63 


J.S. 


64 


D. 


65 


D. 


66 


D. 



NAME OF CAUSE. 



Parrock v. Parrock & Taylor . 
Rogers v. Rogers . 
Smith V. Smith . 
Little V. Little 
Street v. Street . 

Parker v. Parker & Lawrence. 

Lowndes v. Lowndes & Soott . 

Dann v. Dunn & Gee . 
Bull V. Bull & Wilson . 

Wooding V, Wooding & Fensomo 

Rothwell V. Rothwell A Jones 
Patterson v. Patterson A Edmondson 



Tremlett v. Tromlett 
Keller v, Keller . 
Arnold v, Arnold & Parr 
Hansen r. Hansen 

Phillips V. Phillips 
Brodrick v, Brodrick 
Bird V. Bird & Jndkins 
Moore v. Moore 
Cooke V. Cooke ft Hall 

Coffin V. Coffin 

Scott V. Soott 

Ward one. Dormer v. Ward 



{In the Goods of Jacob Angnstin Savage. 
Shrimpton v. Savage ft ors. 



(order) 
(order) 
(stay com.) 
(order) 
(order) 



(order) 

(stay order) 
(order) 



Potter V. Potter . 
Bale V. Bale ft CGorman 
Conrt V. Court ft Harris 
Brady v, Brady ft Johnston 
PhUlips V. Phillips 
St Ruth V. St. Ruth • 

Carter v. Carter • 
Smith V. Smith 
Willioombe r. Willioombe 
Cuff V. Caff ft Syed bin Inden 
Maqnin v, Maquin ft Cole 



Petlttonar's. 



In Person .... 
Bolton ft Co. . . . 
A. G. Ellis . . . 
CHiurohftCo.. . . 
A. W.Mills . . . 

Smiles ft Co. . . . 

Field, Rosooe ft Co. . 

Robert Jenkins . . 
Prior, Church ft 



J. R. Ockleshaw- 

Johnson. 
J. Hands .... 
Wynne, ^Hohne ft 

Wynne.' 
J. Greenfield . . . 
Majrnard ft Son. 
. Fold ft Ford. 
' Bell, Brodrick ft Gray 

I Forth ft Co. . . . 
I Lumley ft Lumley . 
I C. Robinson ft O). . 
G. ft H. Brandon ft Co. 
, Meredith ft Co. . . 



SOUCITORS. 



BespoDdoit's. 



Co-Eeepondeot'fl. 



I In Person. 

J. T. Rossiter . 
' With&m, Roskell 
Co. 



ft 



Andrew, Wood ft Co. 

Asprey ft Harris • 
J. A. Parkes . . . 

E. Clark. 
H. Happold. 

A. A. Cnbison • . 
Norris, Aliens ft 

Chapman. 
T. D. Dutton . . . 
Stanley, Evans ft Co. 

F. F. Pahner . . 
Turner, Son ft Foley. 
Osborne ft Osborne . 



Law ft Worssam. 

Marriott ft Co. .1 

Talbot ft Quayle. 

Chamberlayne ft * 
Short I 

Starling ft Co. 
/Rowcliffes ft Co. 
\R. White. 

L. W. Byrne. 

Speechly, Mnmford 
ft Co. 

Neve ft Beck. 

M. Nordon. 
Leggatt, Rubinstein 

ftCk). 
Osbom ft Osbom. 



Downing, Hctoan ft 

Co. 
T. Benham. 
Robins, Billing ft Co. 
Lewis & Lewis . . 
Foster ft Co. 
Hamlin, Grammer ft 

Co. 

Prince ft Plumridge. 
Few ft Co. 



Maynard ft Son. 



Maradon, Hewitt 

Urquhart. 
Smiles ft Co. 
W. H. Armstrong. 



Carr ft Martin. 
Robins, Billing 

Ck). 
E. T. Ricketts. 
W. P. Neal. 
H. Pierson. 

In Person. 



Speechly, 
ft Co. 



Mumford 



Lewis ft Lewis. 



COURT OF APPEAL AND HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE— CHANCERY DIVISION. 



TBl^JTY SITTINGS, 1896. 





BOTA OP REQISTRABS IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUING WEEK. 




Datb. 


Atpbal 
OontT IL 


Mb. JusnoB 
Cbittt. 

Xr. Godfrigr 


Mm. Jubtiob 

KOKIL 


Mx. JosnoB 
Snsuvo. 


Xx. Jusnca 


Xx. Jubtiob 
Bonn. 


Daxb. 


Xcodi^, June 8 


Xr. BMl 


Xr.VMkMn 


Xr. CWTiogtoii 


Xr. Bdt 


Xr. Ward 


Moodaj, Jane » 


TB«dv » » 


M Pntfli 


M LMCh 


„ CaowM 


M LftTto. 


„ Faim«r 


„ Ponbfftoii 


ToaBdiy » ' 


WedDMday „ lo 


» B«a 


M QiMnr 


M Jackaon 


t» Ctrrtogton 


„ Bon 


„ WMd 


WadMBdaj „ l« 


11»iir«tay „ 11 


„ Pngh 


„ LMCh 


„ ClOWM 


„ UTte j „ Farmff 


„ Pcmberton 


Thxndflj M " 


VMbj „ 12 


» Biia 


„ Godfr^ 


„ jMkaon 


M Gtfringkn 


M Bolt 


„ Wirt 


Flridij » " 


atodtay „ 13 


„ Pogh 


„ Leich 


M Cloww 


„ UTlt 


.. Ftawr 


„ FMlMtoa 


6ttanda7 » ^^ 



%* lU Long VacaHon wM commnm on Ikurtdag, UulZthdaf qfAugutt, cmd Un^MU on Friday, tJu nrd day tff.October^UH, both dafC^mdmtht. 
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RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT (MARCH), 
1896. 



The dmft Rules pablished atUe p. 87, were confirmed without 
alteration and dated May 13, 1896. They were signed by the follow- 
ing Judges and members of the Rule Committee— 

Halsbubt, C. 
Russell of Kn., C.J. 
Edward E. Kat, LJ. 
F. H. Jeune, p. 
A. L. Smith, L.J, 
Joseph W. Ohittt, /. 

ROBEBT B. FiNLAT. 

Herbebt H. Oozekb-Habdt. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
OHANOEBY DIVISION. 



TSANSFXB OF ACTIONS, 



OBDEB OF OOUBT. 



Saturday, the mh day of May, 1896. 

I, Habixihob 8f Airuff, Baboit Halsbubt, Lord High Oban- 
Mflor of Great Britein, Bo herein Order that the Actions 



mentioned in the Schedule hereto shall be transferred to the 
Honoorable Mr. Jnstice Yauohan Williams. 

BCBEDULE, 

Mr. Justice Chitty (1895— H.— No. 2114). 

Between WlUoughby Bathnrst Hemans, Plaintifl; and Walter W 
Smith and Company, Limited, Defendants. 

Aia> 

Between William Golman, Plaintiff; and Walter W. Smith and 
Company, Limited (by order of Beyi^or), Defendants. 

HALSBUBT, O. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



LECTURES AND CLASSES. 

W. B. Lindley, Esq., will act as deputy for John Gent, Esq., during 
this (Trinity) Term. 



APPOINTMENT. 



May 27. The Queen has been {leased to approve the appointment of 
Mr. Hongerford Tador Boddam, of the Inner Temple, Barnster^it- 
Law, to & a Judge of the High Court of Judicature at Madras, in 
the place of Mr. George Arthur Parker, retired. 



In pnparaUon, Third EdiUmf rtvi^ed to date. Dmny Svo., dUk. 



LEADING CASES IN MODERN EQUITY. 

By THOMAS BRETT, 

VfUMiddU TmidIs, BarrUter-ai-Law, LL.B.; Landtm UnivenUu, B.A.; late Scholar and Student of TrinUu CoOeae, DMin; Exhibit 
Ucner in Meal Property and Equity f Holder of ihs First CertiJUxUe of Honour, MichadmoM, 1869; Autkor of Brett's Commentariet 
cm the Preeent Lam of England; Joini Author of Gierke and Brete§ Coweeyaneing Aet$; Author of Brete$ Banhruptey Ad, 1883; 
ami XsoCursr in Equity to the Incorporated Law Soddy. 



GFINIOirS OW THB FBB88. 



"S^ediaiy 



I 



"Mii0kpn)v«oflmm«nMTalaAtoUie|)ioto8ian. Mr. Bratt Ims done «]1 in Us power 



ICr to help stadents uid pimotiUonera by M&r ts possible gnmping togeOMr the cases dealing 
' , with (be nme claeees of sabjects. Among tite more Importuit matten decided ifUl be 



as a text-book for 'The Final.' "^MifsOar^ JmnuA, 
hl^ pnlse flnr the oare and Jndgninit eriooed In its tttfwrtkn, 

'^^ri!I^^^!S!l^^tL^!!wJ^A^ M«H «u.««.w. ! foimd'aaeeidiUngtotaMtoaiidtrnBlee^ 

i»fXaft ismortaiioe both to the student and the pnu£tiooer to have the principles , A good index adda oonsIdeiaWy to the naelUneas of Uie work. -Ito<^ Cfcnmide. 
ff Biiaf^ eoiketod In ft haaKly fcfm. and this want Mr. BreU has 8i9pl^ Ilie <* The manner in which niost of the cases are stated is admlnblei betaig clear, oondee, 
■Btes to tbe easss arc admirable in manner and ladd in language ; and no Uttle ' and well expressed. As it is» we have no besitBtlQii in siylng Uiat there Is no better 
to hftTSbeen be sto we d in the artanganent of the cases thMnselves."— I book, or ens so good, tpom which tbe student can team the nest important dedskiDs of 

oouts cfeqidty dnttog recent yean."^ne iAoift. 



LovDOv: WILLIAM 0LOWB8 A SONS, laxnm, Law PuBUSHiBfl, 27, FLEET 8TBERT, B.O. 



Bemy 8?o., cloth, 10s. 6(1. 

TENEMENT HOUSES & FLATS (The Law Relating 

to) far Beridential or Business purposes, including the Taxation and Bating thereof. With an Appendix of Precedents of Leases,, 
VQnn% and n Digest of Cases relating to the Inhabited House Duty. By WiJ/nuK Clodb, Barrister^t-Law, of the Inner Temple 
AsBodafo of the Snrreyorsr Institution, Author of ** The Law and Praotioe of Petitions of Bight." 

Tke growing habit cf building monstrous houses principally aooesslbte only \fj means of lifts, has already had results conspicuous enoagh to Justify the writing of a 
oak CB the legri rights and respoDstbiUties of persons who have to deal with them. . . . The who*e Tulum« appears to hare been written wllh the same teaming snd 



wfaidi chantctoriae his former book about * petittons of light' "— Aiturday Jfovieto. 
•«l[te great iDcreaaa in reocBtyvars in the number of residentisi flats . . . rendecs thte book likely to be extremely nNftO."— law niiei. 
"TUs te an Interesting sntject upon which Hr. diode has written an interesting book. . . . The impulse which has been given recently to tbe buUdiog of flate In 

B ftsd dsewbers increases the ralue of Mr. dode's book, which will be fimnd aocurafe and practlcaL"— Zaio JoumaX, 
** The taKRase in the number cfreridential buikUngi known popularly as <flati^' makes the present time opportune Ibr tbe publlcatioacf ft tegiaworkoothtesal:||ect." 



London : WILLIAM CLOWES k SONS, Limited, 27, Fleet Street, B.O, 
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Seventh Edition, J&oyal 8vo., cloth, 38$. . 

ROBSON'S BANKRUPTCY. 

Gontaimng a full exposition of the Frinoiples and Practice of the Law, inclading the Law under the Bankruptcj 
Acts, 1883 and 1890 ; the Bankruptcy (Disch^^ and aosure) Act, 1887 ; the Debtors Act, 1869 ; the Bills of Sale 
Acts, 1878 and 1882 ; Section 10 6t the Judicature Act, 1875 ; also the liaw relating to Private ArrangementB with 
Creditors, and the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887. With an Appendix comprising the Statutes, Rules, Orders and 
Forms, including Forms of Statutory Compositions and Schemes, &Q. 

BT 

GEORGE YOUNG ROBSON, Esq., 

Barrister-at-Ii8W. 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 



**1n spite of riyalfl, Bo&ioa'f Law and PraeUee fa Bttufaiipto— sa exedlent t^eatia^ we always thonght— maintains its poritios in lepl 
literatnre. It has now entered its seventh edition. Tlie sixth edition was published before the Aet of 1887, and consequently that Aot and 
the Act of 1890 haTe had to be dealt with. The chapter on Bills of Sale is now put at the end of the Tolome. Beyond this then 
are no changes. The Jodioial derisions of recent yean are dnly noted, and Bobson on Bankruptcy remains sn efficient and i^-to-dtti 
text-boolL"r-Xaie Timet. 

<* This standard work on baakrnptpy has Teaohed another edition, the author wisely considBring that in consequence of the many uanstut 
cases recently decided and the israe of the new rules, a new edition was desinble. We compliment the learned author on the wiMOB d 
keeping his work well in> to date. Of this edition we may fairly say, as of otheiSv no practitioner with bankruptcy work ahonld be without 
it; and as long as the author paxsnes the wise coarse of issnmg firesh editions well up to date^ we shall be able to accord futore editioDf tht 
lame praise."— Xaie JTote. 

Lomon: WILLIAH 0L0WE8 & SONS, Liiiitxd» Law Fublibhebs, 27, Fleet Stbxbt, E.a 

Second Edition, thoroughly revised. Demy Svo., 2 Vols., cloth, 88s. 
Cash Price, 80s. (Postage, Is.) 

BBETT'S COMMENTABIES 

ON THB 

PRESENT LAWS OF ENGLAND. 

By THOMAS BRETT, 

Of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law ; LL.B. London University; B.A., late Scholar and Student of Trinity College, 
Dublin; Exhibitioner in Real Property and Equity; Holder of the First Certificate of Honour, Michaelmas, 1869; 
Joint Author of Gierke and Brett's Conveyancing Acts; Author of Brett's Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and of 
Leading Cases in Modem Equity; and late Lecturer in Equity to the Incorporated Law Society. 

%^ The main idea of this book is to bring into special urominenoe the present and Hying law, and only to deal with past law, or that 
which is practically obsolete, ao far as it is neoeseary to enable the reader to understand the present 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 

have before us a seoond edition. ... Mr. Brett is lingiiliriy 
fortonate in being called upon so soon to bring out a new ediUco» 
beoetnse he has thus been afforded an opportunity of ayailing hinMi 



** We are glad to observe in the present edition the marks of oaref nl 
revision. ... It is a oomprehensive outline of existing Englii^ law, 
contained in a marYeUoiuly small compass, well arrang^ and so 
oontrived, by the insertion of lllustratiTe oases and extracts, as to be 

intereetine, instead of repolsiye, to the stadent. On some subjeots a ' „ vi«--Mi- 

list of leading recent eases is added, the effect of them being shortly { of incorporating the numerons Acts which have, sinoe the pabUotOdB 
stated. The account of the Settled Land Acts, at pp. 145-156, may of his first edition, been phwsed upon the statute-book by an exoeediBgiy 
be eonunended as a very good piece of exposition. The index has 



of the snggestions of his friends and the criticism of his reyfevcn by 
correcting the errora which were ineyitaUe in a first edition, fiiA ufo 



been improved, and a wind must be said as to the attractive type and 
convenient sise of the volumes."— /fiRotmtors* Journal 

*<The success which we predicted for this book on its first appear- 
ance, only a year ago, seems to be now fully assored, for we already 



active LegisUture." — Law JouriuU. 

** The compilation has been done with care, and the new editiflB if' 
up to date, and is altered to indude the legislation of last r'^^ " 
liawNolm, 



London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Publishers, 27, Fleet Street, EC. 
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How Baady. Third lidltion, thoroui^ily revlaed to date^ demy 8to.> oloUi. 16a. 

THE LAW OF COPYRIGHT, 

nrOLITDIHQ 

The AHESIGAN GOFTBiaHT ACT, the BEBNE CONVENTION, the oonsequent OEDEB IN GOITNGIL, 

AMD CASES TO DATE. ALSO REFERENCE TO, AND EXPLANATION OF, THE CUSTOMS ACT OF 1S76 RELATING TO THE 
IMPORTATION OF PIRATED EDITIONS OF ENGLISH COPYRIGHT BOOKS BY THE BRITISH COLONIES. 

By THOMAS EDWARD SCRUTTON, M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, 

Amihor o/**The Merthami Shipping Aet, 1894," *" OuurterparUes and SOU of Lading *• d»^ and 
Lecturer in Common Law to the Ineorporated Law Soeieif. 

"We think it is not only the easieft, bat the meet luefiil and pmotical work on copyright."— JLow QuaHerlff Review. 

3WES A SONS, LxMrno), Law Pububhuui, 27, Flut Strut, KO. 
Just Fubliflhed. Boyal &vo^ (doth, SSa. 

DEATH DUTY TABLES 



be Snooesnoa Duty Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Tiot., a 51), for yaluing SncoeflsioxiB 
rest, Bate per Gent., and other Tables, with numerous examples to illustrate 

W. NORMAN, B.A., B.Sc. (Lond.), 

Sneoeadon Doij Offloe, Author of *«A Digest of the Death Datiea.'* 
)WES & SONS, LmrrKD, Law Pubushkrs, 27, Fueet Strut, E.O. 

JX78T FXTBIiISHED. Demy 8vo^ oloth, lOs. 6cL 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 

(THE LAW RELATING TO). 

OOMFSIBIHa 

THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACTS, 1875 TO 1898, AS AMENDED BY THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT, 1895. 
^tther wUh an Appendix, amttming MoM Rules, and the Form appended to the Treasury Begtdations, liB96. 

By F. BADEN FULLER, BJL. (Oxen.), 

Of the Liner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

London : WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LiMrrED, Law Publishers, 27. Fleet Street, B.O. 

NOW BJ3AD7. Boyal 12ma, (doth, 18s. 6cL 

THE LONDON BUILDING ACT, 1894. 

'nth Kotea and Oroaa Beferenoea and an Appendix oontaining anoh existing Statntea (hidnding the Pnblio ^aalth (London) Act, 1891) aa 
itill affect building operationa within the Adminiatratiye Ootrntr of London ; alao the Bye-Lawi, Begnlationa and Ordera of the 
London Ooonty Ooonoil and of the Gommkiionen of Sewen of the Gity of Lopdon. 

By W. BUSSBLL GBIFFITHS, IjL.B., 

Qftkeimm Temfte^ EdOor o/«< The StoMee BegnlaUng London BmUUng;' 

AND 

FBANOIS W. PEMBBB, ULA., 

Of LinoMe Inn, Draftmm of ike BiB a$ originatty nOrodnoed inio ike Eonee of Oommone, 



j^'^^iwy MnMettid mtM lundbook to tht loliM o^ tvoUdlss In nfenaot to 

. t^ht BoiN art aoodi and tht wboto work wffl be of greol vw to Icwyanvhofi 
^^■iMqflithcmtoimtoiUndthobqfldtof UwfaLoD<ga.''--IaioJ'oi>rwa^ 



*' Tte •diton Imto perioniMd tbolr tuk In so ailmlTahto mj, and have 
what wlU pniUhly be tba itandaid mA ftr acna jtan - '^- * 



) waj, and have nrohieed 
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MAY'S PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE. 

Tenth Edition. Boyai 8vo., (doth, 4S$. Ealf-oalf, 50t. 

A TREATISE OK THE LAW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARLIAMENT. 

BT SIB THOMAS EBSKINE MAT, KO-B., D.OX., 

Gerh of the Hotue qf Conmons, and Benoher of the Middle Tempie, 
TENTH EDITION. 
BOOKS I. and 11. Edited by Sir Ebgukjlld F. D. Palgra-ve, K.O.B., Clerk of the House of Oommonfl. 
BOOK III. Edited by Alfksd Bokham-Caeter, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, a Member of the Court 
of Beferees of Private Bills (House of Commons). 

'*TlM DNMnt fimn of Uie trwtiM If Sir SegloaM Fadsrvfv't own; it Is a nuiomneiit of hit bbonr tod of kli akXO, and wlU be as UMfU to stodBBts In tiM Bdilih, 
Amerktn, and Ooknlal UnlvonltteB as to membexs of all FarllamentB In the British Empire."— 21« AOaueum. 

Lohdoh: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Lmmn), Law Pubushbbs, 27, PLnrr Strdt, Ea 



STOW BEAD7. Fourth Xdltlon, with Fortrait* Crown Svo., oIoUl 78. 6d. 

THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH PABLIAMENT: 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years (800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Anthor of «« The History of the EngUdiOonstEtotioiL' 

Translated by Ftofessor A. H. KEANE, B.A., FJLG.S. 

readers will eertRinly welcome a history of the English FteUaiaent by the greatest Uyiag authority on Ihe Ooatiiisiit* - 



Athenmum. 

*' It oonmletes the yast sorfvy of our English institatiGns ... to which so gnat a portion of Dr. Gnelsfs laborious life has DO0B 

devoted."— J5a% AaiM. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, LmrrKD, Law Pijblishnbs, 27, Plmbt Strket, B.0. 
GH!!EAF EDinOir. Demy Svo., eloth. 10s. 

THE HISTORT OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Professor of Law in the Uniyersity of Berlin. 

TranOaied hy PHILIP A. ASHWORTH, of the Inner Temple, Beq^ BanUter-airLa^. 

*' No foreigner has done more than Professor Gneist to examine and make clear the history and nature of the English Constitution. . > • 
He discnsses such vital questions as, Whither are we drifting 7 How far do recent changes in the franchise accord with the whole spirit of 
the constitution ? What is in store for us with democracy supreme ? On such questions as these the opinion of a foreigner who is a sidioiar, 
but no bookworm, and who has sedulously studied our institutions, is certainly much more weighty than that of most JSnglishmen. ... At 
this time these volumes are especially instructive. They cast light on almost all the great questions of current politics."^ZVfnes. 

%♦ Library Edition, 2 vols,, 8vo,, S28. 
London: WILLIAM CLOWES k SONS, Limited, Law Publwhers, 27, Fleet Street, B.O. 

Moyal 8vo., cloth, 6s. 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giving a General Summary of the Act and a copious and useful Index, both to the Sections of the Act and the different headings 
of the synopsis, with the Forms used and iDstructions as to the Duty. To which is also added the Finance Act, 1894, and a list of the 
Fonns used in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

{Of the Legacy Duty Office, Somerset House), 

AtJTHOB OF THl "TABLE OF THE BNOUBH DEATH DUTIES," "A SHORT INDEX," ETC., ETa 
•• Will be found nsefW !n iMsJering the Intrlcadei of the mensure."— IVufA. I " A very serviceable companioo to thoae whose duty H Is to mtster a difficult kxi d 

** Presents .... special insknicllons as to the new duty/'— itetZy TeUffrapk. \ porU&ment/'— laio Journal, 

Lohdoh: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LmiTED, Law Publishers, 27, Fleet Strew, E.O. 
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COURT OF APPEAL AND HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE— CHAXCEEY DIVISION. 



TRINITY BITTINQB, 1896. 



BOTA OP EEGISTBAES IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUING 'VVEEK. 



Daiil 


Atpkal 

COVXT II. 




Ms. JnancB 

NOBTH. 


Ms. JUBTICB 

STiHuxa. 


Ms. JCBTtCB 
KSKSWICH. 


Ms. Jdstics 

BOMSB. 


Datb. 


«-4v. 


JVM 15 


Mr. Oodfir^ 


Mr. Fann«r 


Mr. Lavle 


Mr. Pngh 


Mr. Pambarton 


Mr. Oowea 


Monday, Jdim 15 


IMj 


M 18 


M LMck 


„ Bolt 


„ Ctfrington 


M Baal 


„ Ward 


„ Jackaon 


Toeaday 


, 16 


▼•dMdu 


« IT 


,. Oodfr«7 


„ FaraMT 


« Larto 


„ Pn^ 


« Panbettan 


„ Oowaa 


Wadnaaday 


. IT 


iM^r 


» 18 


,. L«ch 


» Bolt 


„ Canington 


„ Beal 


„ Ward 


„ Jackaon 


ThuTBday 


> 18 


Mgr 


» 19 


„ Godfrey 


„ Fann«r 


,. UYie 


n P«lgh 


„ Pflmbeiton 


„ dowea 


Filday 


, l» 


aMi, 


.. 20 


„ Lewh 


„ Bdt 


» Cwringtan 


« Beal 


M Ward 


„ Jadwm 


Sateiday 


» -0 



n« loN^ Focolioii wOI eoaunenot on Auradoy, tike iZIk daf <if Auguatt and ierminaU on Friday, ike asrd day ^ Octob«r, 1896, boM dayt indictivc 



CIECUITS OF THE JUDGES. 



In addition to the Oiicnits already published (ante, p. 147) 
the Mowing dates have been fixed : — 



SUMMER ASSIZES, 1S9Q. 



OXTOBD. 



Commission Days, 



Tifiriay June IG 

2»Jfty „ 18 

^7 » 19 

MoBdaj „ 22 

Tnerfay „ 23 

Wfidneeday „ 24 

^»day „ 25 

Friday „ 26 

jMd^y „ 29 

Thnnday July 2 

Friday „ 3 

Jt^y « 6 

^!^J ., 9 

^y ,.10 

}^y „ 13 

T^ieiday „ 14 



Hawkins J, 
CoUins /. 



Beading 



Oxford 



Worcester 



Cheltenham 



Monmouth 

Hereford, 

Shrewsbury 



HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 



TBAN8FEB OF ACTION, 



OBDEB OF OOUBT. 



Tuesday, the 2nd day of June, 1896. 

I, Habdihoi Biaklmy, Baboh Halsbubt, Lord High Chan- 
oeUcKT of Great Britain, Bo hereby Order that the Action 
mentioned in the Schednle hereto shall be transferred to the 
Hanoforable Mr. Justice Yaughah Williams. 



BCEEDULR 
Mr. Justice Kkkewich (189G— R.— No. 240). 

In the Matter of the Richmond Collotype Printing Company, 
Limited. 

Jack Sheiidan Cowfer v. The Richmocd Collotype Printing Com- 
pany, Limited. 
*^ HAL8BURT, 0, 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



TRINITY HONOUR EXAMINATION, 1S96. 



EXAMINATION OF STUDENTS OF THE INNS OF COURT 
ffeJd at Lincoln's Inn, ISth, 19th, 20/A and 2lst May, 1896. 



The Council op Legal Education have awarded to 

Maturin, Charles, Giay's Inn, 
. /Hemmeide, Edward George, Inner Temple, 
^^*l-\Smith, Frederick Edwin, Gray's Inn, 
Certificates of Honour. 

. /Harward, John Donaldson, Inner Temple, 
^^^•\ Maturin, Charles, Gray's Inn, 

The Special Prize of Fifty Pounds for the best Examination in Con- 
stitutional Law and Legal History. 

Everitt, Arthur Francis Graham, Lincoln's Inn, 
Lyhane, Cornelius, Middle Temple, 
Procter, Harry, Lincoln's Inn, 
Slater, John Arthur, Middle Temple. 
Pass Certificates. 

Lyhane, ComeUns, Middle Temple, 
The '* Campbell-Foster " Prize (Middle Temple). 

Maturin, Charles, Giay*s Inn. 
The Barstow Law Scholarship. 

^.B.— The Studentship was not awarded. 

By Order of the Council, 

(Signed) Mackaghtiw, 



Council Chamber, Lincoln's Inn, 
2nd June, 1896. 
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COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



TRINITY PASS EXAMINATION, 1896. 



GENERAL EXAMINATION OF STUDENTS OF THE INNS 
OF COURT, 

HM at Lincoln's Inn, \%th, 19^A, and 20th May, 1896. 



Tho CJouNciL or Legal Education haye awarded to the following 
Students Certificates that they haye satisfactorily passed a Public 
Ezamination : — 

Barry, Arthur Joseph, Inner Temple, 

Bateson, Edward, Lincoln's Inn, 

Bell, John James, Inner Temple, 

Bhoi'yani, Hashmatrai Alumal, Middle Temple, 

Blalcesley, Edmund Holmes, Lincoln's Inn, 

Bois, Herbert Gordon, Middle Temple, 

Burton, Percy Merceron, Inner Temple, 

Cannon, Arthur James Horatio Dakeync, Middle Temple, 

Chand, Bakhshe Gokal, Gray's Inn, 

Ghandia, Partap Ram, Middle Temple, 

Christie, James Archibald, Inner Temple, 

Christopher, Sydney Albert, Lincoln's Inn, 

Clair, Jean Ren^ Lucien, Middle Temple, 

Cohen, Walter Samuel, Inner Temple, 

Coleman, Bernard Leake, Middle Temple, 

Coyle, William Thomas Patrick, Inner Temple, 

Crookshank, Chichester, Gray's Inn, 

Currey, Henry Latham, Inner Temple, 

Daniell, Reginald Allen, Inner Temple, 

Dantra, Rustom Sorab, Middle Temple, 

Davis, Charles Nathaniel Tindale, Inner Temple, 

De Carteret, Charles Edward Malet, Inner Temple, 

Drake-Brockman, Henry Vernon, Lincoln's Inn. 

Drury, Edward Herbert Merivale, Inner Temple, 

Dummett, Robert Ernest, Gray's Inn, 

Dutt, Harish Chauder, Inner Temple, 

Earlo, Samuel Robert, Middle Temple, 

Elgee, Perciyal Charles, Inner Temple, 

Ellis, Harold, Inner Temple, 

Galbraith, William Lyle, Lincoln's Inn, 

Haddan, Arthur Francis, Inner Temple, 

Hazell, Edgar, Inner Temple, 

Hibbert, William Nembhard, Middle Temple, 

Higi^inson, Charles James, Inner Temple, 

HiUiard, Edward, Inner Temple, 

Ibrahim, Mohammed, Middle Temple, 

Incledon- Webber, William Beare, Gray's Inn, 

Jarratt, William Smith, Middle Temple, 

Johnson, Stuart Henry James, Inner Temple, 

Johnston, Harold Featherston, Lincoln's Inn, 

Jones, Edward Herbert, Lincoln's Inn, 

Jones, Ernest Yarrow, Inner Temple, 

Kenny, William Joseph, Gray's Inn, 

Khan, Mohamed Abdul Kadir, Middle Temple, 

Koek, Gilbert Arnold, Middle Temple, 

Larking, Alfred Charles, Middle Temple, 

Lonehurst, Harry Bollen, Middle Temple, 

MacKinnon, Frank Douglas, Inner Temple, 

MacLean, Allan, Inner Temple, 

Marshall, Chapman Frederick Dcndy, Inner Temple, 

Martineau, Maurice Richard, Inner Temple, 

Matthews, Joseph Bridges, Middle Temple, 

Maughan, Dayid, Lincoln's Inn, 

Pieris, Paulns Edward, Inner Temple, 

Powers, George Wightman, Lincoln's Inn, 

Ray, Labhadaya Ram Mohun, Inner Temple, 

Robinson, Oswald Richard, Inner Temple, 

Roper-Caldbeck, William Caldbeck, Inner Temple, 

Rostron, Laurence William Simpson, Inner Temple, 

Sanger, Charles Percy, Inner Temple, 



Shorring, Frank Brodie, Inner Temple, 
Singh, bawa Dhanwant, Lincoln's Inn, 
SykcB, francis Bernard, Gray's Inn, 
Symonds, William North, Inner Temple, 
Tyabji, Hnsain Budroodin, Middle Temple, 
Walsh, John Patrick, Lincoln's Inn, 
Warner, Hiram Wolcott, Lincoln's Din, 
Williams, William Llewelyn, Lincoln's Inn, 
Willis, Archibald Alfred, Lincoln's Inn, 

and 

Wilimore, John Seldcn, Inner Temple. 

Examined, 118. Passed, 70. 

Note. — Of the i8 Candidates who failed 9 were ordered not ti 
admitted for examination again until the Hilary Examination. 



The foUowing Students passed a satisfactory Examination in 

Baman Law : — 

Andrews, Henry Leonard Herbert, Middle Temple, 

Aspinal], John Bridge, Middle Temple, 

Atkins, Adams Robert Wallace, Lincoln's Lm, 

Balkhi, Syed Zeauddin Ahmed, Lincoln's Inn, 

Banerjee, Nalini Eanta, Inner Temple, 

Beck, Arthur Cecil Tynell, Lincoln's Inn, 

Bliss, Edward Church, Inner Temple, 

Boggis-Rolfe, Douglass Horace, Middle Temple, 

Castellain, Charles Edward Albrioe, Inner Temple, 

Clay, Ernest Charles, Lincoln's Inn, 

Cloyer, Harry, Inner Temple, 

Das, Bhupati Nath, Middle Temple, 

Dass, Narayan, Lincoln's Inn, 

Dayies, Isaac Redwood, Inner Temple, 

De Gannes, Charles Henry Joseph, Middle Temple, 

Dixon, William Caleb, Lincoln's Inn, 

Dodge, Walter Phelps, Middle Temple. 

Greene, William Spenoer Clayton, Middlo Temple, 

Greenwood, Ernest, Lincoln's Inn, 

Griffith-Jones, John Stanley Phillips, Gray*8-Inn, 

Grimshaw, Herbert Churchill Wrigley, Inner Temple^ 

Hannah, Herbert Bruce, Inner Temple, 

Hawloy, Arthur, Inner Temple, 

Henderson, Aoheson Fitz Gerald, Inner Temple, 

Hilditoh, John Edgerley, Middle Temple, 

Hinkson, Henry Albert, Inner Temple, 

Howurd, The Hon. Hubert George Lyulph, Inner Ten^k, 

Juta, Carl Wilhelm Thalman Biooord, Inner Temple, I 

Khasgiwale, Jotirao Bhasker, Lincoln's Inn, I 

Loye, Robert, Inner Teoiple, 

Madelon, Louis Joseph, Gray's Inn, 

Mahroof, Abdul Aadir, Lincoln's Inn, 

Martineau, Cyril Edgar, Inner Temple, 

Mawson, William Willmott, Inner Temple, 

Mukerjee, Jogendra Nath, Lincoln's Inn, 

Philipps, Francis Joseph, Middle Temple, 

Pike, William Bennett, Inner Temple, 

Rai, Dhanpat, Gray's Inn, 

Ray, Robert Amyatt, Inner Temple, 

Robertson, Robert Bannerman Eraser, Inner Temple, 

Rogers, Walter, Inner Temple, 

Roy, Sripati Charan, Lincoln's Inn, 

Shearman-Turner, Percy, Inner Temple, 

Shore, Syed Mohamed, Lincoln's Inn, 

Southeard, William Rapsey, Lincoln's Inn, 

Thompson, William, Middle Temple, 

Toller, George Reginald, Inner Temple, 

and 

Wilks, John Jackson, Middle Temple. 

Examined, 54. Passed, 48. 

Note.— Of tho 6 Candidates who failed, 3 were ordered aot to fc 
admitted for examination again until the Hilary ExaminatiA. 
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The following Students passed a satisfactory Examination in 
IBoman Late and Congtitutional Late and Legal History ;— 



Andrews, Joseph Ormond, Inner Temple, 
Daries, John Bowen, Middle Temple, 
Eley, Charles Cuthbert, Inner Temple, 
Gywe, Maung Tha, Gray's Inn, 
Johns, John Francis, Middle Temple, 
Bigg, Richard, Inner Temple, 

and 

Wadia, Hirjibhoy Hormnsji, Gray's Inn. 

Examined, 10. Passed, 7. 



The following Students passed a satisfactory Examination in 

ChnttUutionai Law and Legal History :— 

Baker, Maurice Mills, Inner Temple, 

Baxter, Walter Herbert. Middle Temple, 

Bhandari, Hans Baj, Gray's Inn, 

Blackwood, Basil Ion Gawaine Temple, Inner Temple. 

Brewer, Edward Williams Tom Llewelyn, Inner Temple, 

Brittain, Henry Ernest, Inner Temple, 

Bros, Henry Alwyn, Inner Temple, 

Brongh, Frank, Middle Temple, 

Caine, William, Middle Temple, 

Camiey, Thomas Stanley Alfred, Inner Temple, 

Coraer, William Blacklock Haden, Inner Temple, 

Coulter, George Gerald, Middle Temple, 

Cronje, Frederick Reinhardt, Middle Temple, 

Dngdale, James Henry, Inner Temple, 

Fenton, Thomas Charles, Middle Temple, 

GelUbrand, Walter Tice, Inner Temple, 

Ghosh, Angnstin Stanislaus, Lincoln's Inn, 

Gihbs, John Slater, Inner Temple, 

Giant, Percy Richard, Inner Temple, 

Gunther, John Theodor, Gray's Inn, 

Haigh, Frank Lionel, Gray's Inn, 

Henderson, John Macdonald, Gray's Inn, 

Hopkins, Ernest Lewis, Gray's Inn, 

Jain, Champat Bai, Lincoln's Inn, 



Jephscn, 1 
Jones, Art 
Leach, Ro 
Leuchars, 
MaTsh, Hf 
Millar, Ja 
Milton, Ri 
Morris, G( 
Nathan, £ 
Nawab, S^ 
Norvill, F 
Odgers, C 
Purchas, ( 
Richardso; 
Sadiq, Kb 
Sims, Artl 
Singh, Ba 
Steele, He 
Venables, 



Wingate-S 



Note. — One 
tion again unti 



Council Cham 
2nd J 



! Mr. Percy C. I 

and No. 160 

I appointed a 

by Married '^ 



In preparation^ Third Edition^ revised to date. 

LEADING CASES IN MC 

By THOMAS BBBH 

VfU Middle Temjole, Barrieter-at-Law, LL.B.; London University, B.A.; late 8ch 
tioner in Seal Property and Equity ; Holder of the First Certifioaie of Horn 
OK the Present Laws of England ; Joint Avdhor of Clerke and Bretfs Conve\ 
and Lecturer in Equity to the Incorporated Law Society. 



OPINIONS OF THE PBE 



"SpecUlly reoommeiided m a text-book for * The Final.' "— Slj?j'crtor«' Journal. 
^Dwcuqs high imdM for the care and Judgment evinced in its execntiaB. Mr. 
"^> mdez appeare to be oopions and complete."— Law Times. | 

ftdih^ ^^ ^ ^'* Bretfs book down with none but fiivonrable and pleasurable 
iSriJi ^ ttceUent manner in which he has accomplished his task. It is of the I 
rfJ^S: ™Port«n<» both to the student and the practitioner to have the principles \ 
"W ooflected in s handy form, and this want Mr. Brett has suppUed. The ' 
2i" ™ «•"«• w* admirable in manner and lucid in language; -«'' •"» '•♦♦'- 
U^ *2» to have been bestowed in the arrangement of the casee 



and no little 
themselves." — 



** Must prove of 
to help students ax 
with the same clai 
found cases relatia 
solicitors and clien 
A good index addi 

<* The manner ii 
and well expresset 
book, or one so go( 
courts of equity di 
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WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS' LIST. 



Crown 9yo.t clotfa, 7«. 9d. 

THE LAW OF ABBITBATIOIT. Being the AiMtratiaii Act, 
1889. With Notes of Statates, Rules of Cmat, FonnB and OaM^ and an Index. 
By W. OuTBAX GBXwa, SoUdftdr, kc, with Hanoon, H^ T. ISM. 
^^^^^ Now rea^. Demy 8vo., doth, 12i. 6d. 
DEBENTUBES.--The DebentureBand Debenture Stock of Trading 
and other Ckmipanlee. With Forma. 3y Edward Maksok, of the Middle Temple, 
Banrlstorat-Law, and late Scholar of Braaenoee Oollesep OxtoFd, Author of '*I1ie 
Law of Trading CompanleB," ftc. 

Second Edition, ReTlaed and Enlarged. Demy 8Ta, doth, M. 

FBAim AND MISBEPBESENTATION.-A Short Tieatifle 

on the Law relating to Frand and MJawprawmtotlon. By Stdhxt HAsenxoa, B.A., 
of the Inner Temple, Barriater-ai-Law, Author of "i. Treatiae on the Law of 
Torts," Ac, &c 
«TUa is a very nseftil little treatise. It la weU and dearly wiltlSD, and the oaaes 
are bnmght well up to date."— laio Tiaui, 

Now ready. Demy 8to., too pagea, dolfa, 361. 

ENGLISH PATENT PBAGTICE. — With the Acts, Btdes, 

Forma and Precedents, and Notes of all the Becorded CasM. Illnstrated with 
Sketches. 9y H. CuimrGiLua, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, late B4i7al Eagh^Kn. 
Now ready. Crown 8yo., doth, lot. 8d. 

COMPLIES' WOBK AND MINING LAW IN NEW 

SOUTH WALES AND YICTOIUA. A Traatise for the Onldance of Solidion, 
Directory Investor^ and others. Br Alvskd ds LiasA, Banister -at -Law. 
^ydn^,N.S.W. ' ^^ 

Boyal 8vo., doth, 16f. 

8EBVICE OUT OP THE JUBISDICTION. By Fbancis 

Tatlor Pigoott, M.A., LL.M., of tiie Middle Temple^ Barrlsler<a|.Law; late 
Legal Adviser to the Japanese Cabinet; Author of ** Foreign Jodgments," "Sz- 
tsrritoriaUty," " Pilndples of Um Law of Torta," te. 
Demy 8vo., doth, ao«. 

THE LAW OP HUSBAND AND WIPE.-By Ohabus 

Crawlkt, M.A., of LIncohi's Inn. Barrister-at-Law ; late Fellow of Downing 
College, Cambridge ; and Author of ** The Law of Life Insurance." 
«< This is a carelta and well-written treatise on a aul;Ject with regard to which sodi 
a work was greatly wanted."— iSUuntor*' J{mmaL 

** This book is the most compreheDsive and valuable one on the law cf husband and 
wife with which we are acquainted."— ACAeRxum. 



Just p ublished. Boyal Bxo,, ae wn, 2 *. 6d. 
ENGLISH STATUTE LAW BEVISED. Being an Amdyau 
of the EflTect of the Legislation of 1896 upon Earlier Statutes relating to England. 
By Paul Stricklahd, of Lincoln's Inn, Barrister^at-Law, Author of '*CliiaM>- 
loffical Table of Public General Acts in Faroe." 
" This publication will be of much assistance to the bard-worked pnctitloner."' 
SolicUorr Journal. 
'* Most useful, itonly aa a guide for noting up."— Jiutioe of ike Peace. 
•* A useftil analysis of the elTect of the l^Lalation of 1895 on earlier stailnteB."— 
Law Journal. 

Small 4to., sewn, St. 

CHBONOLOOICAL TABLE OF PUBLIC OENEEAL ACTS 

IK FORGE. 30 flen. lU. (1236) to 67 ft 68 Yiot. 18M. ^ Paul Siikslavj^ 
of Lincoln's Tun , BanisKr^'Law. 
" Will be firand nseftU to the practitiaaer flbr many parpoaas."— Imp ^Mrtarif 
Reoiew. 
** Yeiy oondae .... of use for study and reference."— Low Timet. 
"It will be found moat useftal by tiie prafJessiaa.''— AUcapra* /(MmaZ. 
NowfM^. Second Edition, royal 8vo. 1,100 pagea, doth, 96t. 

THE PBINCIPLES OF BATING m appUed to Bailwayi, 

Docks, Tramways, Gaa and Water Works, Goal and other Minea, Eleotric U^Wni 
Works, ManuJhctorles, and other Hereditaments. With a complete Digest <f 



Gbaes, and all the Important Statotes dealing wltii Local Bating. By Bdwais 
BofTU^ of the Inner Temple, Barriafeer-al-Law, and 6. HcxpHRm-DATDi, 
Fallow of the SurreyoTB' Inatttute^ te. 

Demy 8vo., doth, 6f. 

AN OUTLINE OF CBIMINAL LAW «> nf^ Ofbioei 

agslnat Indivldaala. PrimtfUy for Stodento. By Bichard B. CtasRSi, Bsrtlrtar- 

at-Law. 

Crown 8V0. WithPHtralt. 2». 

BBAMWELLIAN A : or. Wit and Wisdom of Lord BnmirelL Bj 

Edward MAvaow, of the Middle Temple^ BHTlBter-«t-Law. 

Demy 8vo., dotii, lU. M. 

THE LAW OF THE PBESS: A Digest of the Law emeda^ 

affecting Newspapers ; with a Chapter on Foreign Press Codes ; and an AppeDSB 
oontalnlng the Text of all the Leading Statutes. By Joaxra B. Fuhbr, BA.,« 
the Middle Temple and the Northern drouit, &q., Bairlater-al-Law, and Jamb 
Ahdriw Strahar, LL.B^ cf the Middle I^mpje and Midland Orod^ E^-, 
Banlater-at-Law. 



%* A Caialogtte of Modem Law Books, Jtui itiuod, mtU free on appUeaium. 
London: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS»^ Limitid, Law Publebhebb, 27, Flkr Stbbet, E.0. 

Seventh Editiotu Boyal 8vo., doth, 38s* 

ROBSON'S BANKRUPTCY. 

Contaiiiing a full ezpofiition of the Principles and Practice of the Law, including the Law under the Bankruptcy 
Acts, 1883 and 1890 ; the Bankruptcy (Discharge and Closure) Act, 1887 ; the Debtors Act^ 1869 ; the Bills of Sale 
Acts, 1878 and 1882 ; Section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875 ; also the Law relating to Priyate Arrangements with 
Creditors, and the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887. With an Appendix comprising the Statutes, Rules, Orders and 
Forms, including Forms of Statutory Compositions and Schemes, &c, 

BY 

GEORGE YOUNG ROBSON, Esq., 

Barrister-at-Iiaw. 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 

** In spite of rivals, BobBon's Law and FraeUoe in Bahkruptev—^ai ezoellent treatise, we always thought— maintains its position in legal 
litcratore. It has now entered its seventh edition. The sixth edition was published before the Act of 1887, and consequently that Act and 
the Act of 1890 have had to be dealt with. The chapter on Bills of Sale is now put at the end of the volome. Beyond thistlierB 
are no changes. The jadioial decisions of recent years are doly noted, and Bobson on Bankruptoy remains an efficient and up-to^ta 
toxt-book."— Xaw Km^i. ^ ' 

** This standard work on bankruptcy has reached another edition, the author wisely considering that in consequence of the many imnorttfit 
cases recently decided and the issue of the new mles, a new edition was desirable. We compliment the learned author on the wisaom of 
keeping his work well up to date. Of this edition we may fairly say, as of others, no practitioner with bankruptcy work should be withost 
it; and as long as the author pnrsues the wise oonrse of issuing fresh editions well up to date, we shall be able to aoo(»d future editions tbs 
same praise."— Xato NoU$. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Ldoted, Law Pububhebs, 27, Plbet Stbiet, B.C. 
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Now Baady. Third EditiLon, thoroughly rerifled to date, demy 8vo., doth, 16b. 

THE LAW OF COPYRIGHT, 

XHOLUDUQ , 

The AtfESIGAN GOFTSiaHT ACT, the BEBNE GONVENTION, the consequent OEDEB IN GOUNOIL, 

AND CASES TO DATE. ALSO REFERENCE TO, AND EXPLANATION OF, THE CUSTOMS ACT OF 1S76 RELATING TO THE 
IMPORTATION OF PIRATED EDITIONS OF ENGLISH COPYRIGHT BOOKS BY THE BRITISH COLONIES. 

By THOMAS EDWARD SCRUTTON, M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, 

AuiKorof**TkiM«rehani Skipping Aci, 1894,'"< ChoHtfrparftaa and BQh ofLoMnq^ iso^ cMd 
Leeturer in Common Laut to the Incorporated Law Boeiety, 

*We think it is not only the eMiett, but the meet luefiil and praotioal woik on oopyiight** — Lain QuoHdrl^ Bevitfw. 
Lohpoh; WILLIAMiOLOWBS ft SONS, Lncmn), Law Publibhibb, 27, Flmt Stbmbt. B.O. 

Juat Fabliflhed. Boyal 8vo., dloth* 26b. 

NORMAN'S DEATH DUTY TABLES 



Gompvisix&tf in wax EzxiAi&dLed S^oi 

kbles L, IL, m., appended to the SaoceBsion Duty Act, 1853 (1 6 & 17 Yict., a 51), for valaing SnocesBioiiB 
■d AmmitieB ; also Disooimt, IntereBt, Bate per Gent., and other Tables, with numerouB ezampleB to illustrate 
Iflir use and application. 

By A. W. NORMAN, B.A., B.Sc (Lond.), 

Of the .Legaoj and Sncoeedon Daij Office, Author of **A Digeat of the Death Datiea.* 
LoHDOH : WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LnnrED, Law Pububhkbs, 27, Fleet Stbut, E.O. 

JUST FUBUSHED. Demy 8vo., (doth, 10b. 6d. 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 

(THE LAW RELATING TO). 

O OMK U HU r O 

i THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACTS, 1875 TO 1898, AS AMENDED BY THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT, 1895. 
fS'^ wUh an Appendix, eontaming MoM Rviet, and the Forriu appended to the Treaeury Begrda^oru, 1896. 

I By F. BADEN FULLER, BJiL. (Ozon.), 

! Of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

^ LoNDOK : WILLIAM^0L0WBS1& SONS, Limitkd, Law Publishbrs, 27, Flkbt Street, B.0- 

NOW BEADY. Boyal 12mo., oloth* 18b. 6d. 

^THE LONDON BUILDING ACT, 1894. 

pb HotM and Groaa Befeiencea and an Appendix oontaining anch ezfating Btatatea (inclnding the Pablio Health (London) Act, 1891} aa 
itffl aiSBot building operationainthm the AdminiatmtiyeCoanty of Ixmdon; a^ ^ 

London Goonty OoonoU and of the Gonmuaaionen of Sewen of the Oity of London. 

By W. BUSSELL GBIFFITHS, IjL3., 

Oftiieimm Ihnpie, Editor of *' 1^ StatiUes BegtOaiing London BuU^ 

AND 

FBANOIS W. PBMBEB, M.A., 

Of Linooln'i Inn, Draftsman of the BiB a$ originaUy introduoed into the ffovue cf Commom, 

^«>i7 oo^ltke and ueftd bjmdbook to tht mttfect of IraDdliig in nfennoe to ''The edlton bare perflbmed their tuk in an admlTmhto waj, and have 

SE: -At BmUkr, wbat wUl probably bo the itandaid work ftir iono jmn en Um London 

rgB Biici an nod, nd Ibo wbolo work wlU bo of gnat nw to lawyen whoie Afit."— Xaw riMM. 
i>» (tfktbea to midanlMd tho boIldlBC Uw fo LoDdoa."--I4to ^otM'iMri. 



LoEDQv: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limitsd, Law FabliBhem, 27, Fleet Street, 
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MAY'S PARL IAMENTARY PRACTICE. 

Tenih Edition. Bayal Sw., doih, 45». Eatf-ealf, 50t. 

A TREATISE ON THE UW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARLUMENTJ 

BY Snt THOMAS EBSEINE MAT, KO.B., D.O.L., 

dork of iho Houm rf Cbmmont, and Benehor of fho MidcOe TompU. 
TENTK EDITION. 
BOOKS L and 11. Edited by Sir Bsgikald F. D. Paloriyb, K.O.B., Clerk of the Hoiue of Commons. 
BOOK in. Edited by Alfred Bonham-Carter, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, a Member of the OoH 
of Beferees of Frivate Bills (Honse of Commons). 

•'Tlie praent form of the trettlM to Sir Reginald FalgntTe'B cum; It to a numimieiit of hto kboor and of hto alcUl, and wlQ be as uMfU to atntato to At 1 
Amerieao, and Odontol UniTenltlea aa to inem])en of all FariiamflDts tai the Brittoh Empire."— 21b« Atkenaum. 

LoNDOv: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LncmD, Law Pububhibs, 27, Flbr Stbbr, KG. 



NOW BJ3AD7. Fourth IBdition, with Portrait* Grown Svow, oloth. 7s. 6d. 

THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH PABLIAMEN1I 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years (800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEI8T, Anfhorof ''TheHisftoiyQrflMEnglidiOonstUrt^ 

TranOated by Professor A. H. KEANE, B.A., FJI.G& 

** Englidi readen wOl oertaiiily weloome a history of the English Parlisment by the greatest Hving 'authority on Ihe 
AShotmum, 

*^ It completee the vast Borrey of our English faistitntioDS . • • to which ao great a portion of Dr. Oneist'i laborioai lift bs ll 
devoted."— Ai% JTmm. 

Lohdon: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS^ Ldoted, Law Publishbbs, 27, Flbbt Stbbr, B.0. ' 
CHEAP EDinOir. Demy 8vo., oloth. 10s. 

THE HISTOET OF THE ENGLISH GONSTITUTIOl 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Professor of Law in the UmwsMj of BezBn. 

TranOaied hy PHILIP A ASHWOBTH, oftkoLmor TompU, Etq^ Barriotot-ai'Lmt. 

*' No fineigner has done more than ProfeiBor Oneist to examine and make dear the history and nature of the Engliih Ooutifaite' 
He disoosseB anoh vital qneetionB as, Whither are we drifting ? How far do recent changes in the franchise accord with the whole ^ 
the oonstitation ? What is in store for ns with democracy supreme ? On such questions as these the opinion of a foreigier who ii ft 
but no bookworm, and who has sedulously studied our institutions, is certainly much more weighty than that of most BngliBhiiMi. 
this tune these volumes are espeoially instructive. They cast light on ahnost all the great questions of current politicB."--IVflMi. 

%^ Library EditiaUf 2 vol8^, 8vo., 328. 
London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LiMrrBi), Law Publishers, 27, Fleet Street, E.0. 

Royal 8vo,, doth, 6s. 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUT 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giving a General Summary of the Act and a copious and useful Index, both to the Sections of the Act and the diifereiit beal 
of the synopsis, with the Forms used and instructions as to the Duty. To which is also added the Finance Act, 1894, and a liii a] 
Forms used in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

(Of the Legacy Duty Office^ Somerset House), j 

AVTHOB or THB '* TABLE OV THI ENQUBH DBATH DT7TDE8,*' *'A BHOBT nnDEX,** ETO., RIO. 

«< Win be fioood luefta In mas' erlng the Intrlctdei of the meaiare."— TVuf A | " A very serviceable oompenloo to those whose du^ it Is to nsMer i 

•• Presents .... special instructions arto the new intj/*—DaUy Tdegrapk. \ i»arUament.*'^£aio Jwirwd. 

' London : WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Pubmshebs, 27, Fleet Strsei', E.0. 
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LIST OF BUSINESS 
FOR THE JUDICIAL COMMITTEE OF THE PEIVY C0U^X1L. 



JUNE AND JULY, 1896. 



PA.BT L 



INDIAN APPEALS. 



C«iis«. 



Whence. 



3f uttoTMliiganadlia Tevar 

r. 
PrsiaaKiiii Tcrar • • 



HiOer. 



-lUidoDas .... 
Tbe Bengal Indigo Com- 
ptnj. Limited • • • 
r. 
Holmiit Roghnbar Da? 
Jfathiiia Das and Another 

r. 
Xarii^Ur Bahadur Pal and 

OftfaeTB . • • • • 
Maachaiiid Maneokchand 



Csaac 



Madras • • • 

N. W. P., Bengal 
Bengal . • . 



Record received. 



Set down for 
Heftrlng. 



Scbjcct. 



25 Feb, 1895 j 2 Mar. 1896 ] Succession to a Zemindary. ! A. 

\ It. 



10 Oct. 1894 11 May 1896 



Equitable mortgage by 
deposit of title deeds. 

; 30 Sept. 1895 i 1 June 1896 Whether the Company are 

ryots within the Bengal 
Tenancy Act, s. 45. 



N. W. P., Bengal . 12 Feb. 1894 15 June 1896 



Bombay . . ♦ • 28 Aug. 1893 



Construction of a covenant 
to pay interest in a mort- 
gage bond — Limitation, 
Statute XV. of 1877. 

Whether a release exe- 
cuted on a settlement of 
partnen^ip accounts was 
binding. 



J?. 
A. 

!■■■■ 

1 B. 



Solicitors. 



R. T. Taakcr. 

Lawford, Water- 
house & Law* 
ford. 

I^attey & Hart. 

T. C.'SummcT^ays. 
Sanderson, Hol- 
land, Adkin & Co. 

T. L. Wilson & Co. 
Ranken Ford, 

Ford, & Chester. 
Pyke & Parrott 

■Lattey k Hart. 

Payne & Lattey, 



COLONIAL APPEALS. 



Ktchie and Others • • 

HadsGD Brothers, Limited 

Bciitj and Another • • 
•1 



Ca:ue. 



AVketKML 



Qnecn 



The Esquimalt and Xan- 
mko Railway Company 
r. 

Bainbridge • • . . 
The Trinidad Asphalt Com 

i«y 

r. 
Goymt. • . • • • 






Ooold •••••• 

r. 
BTnart » • • • t 



New South Wales 



Record received. ! ^^riSg!^ 



2 Feb. 1895 



r 



Victoria . « • • 23 Mar. 1896 






British Columbia • 



2 Mar. 1896 



4 June 1896 



5 June 1896 



5 Juno 1896 



IJ Trinidad and Tobago 18 Sept. 1885 i 13 June 1896 

! I i 

New South Wales . W Dec. 1895 — 



Subject. 



Contracts for constraction 
of rolling stock. 



Probate Dutv — Adminis- 
tration and Probate Act, 
1890. 

Right to mines of precious 
metal In land granted 
for construction of a rail- 
way. 

Right of possession to land 
—Effect of the Registra- 
tion Ordinance No. 3 of 
1862 upon equitable 
titles. 

Dismissal of a Government 
clerk — Civil Service Act, j 
1884. I 



' 


Rl.Ucil:T8.* 


A. . 


Spyer & Sons^ . 


A, . 
i?. . 
A. . 


Bell, Brodrick ft 

Gray. 
Stones, Morris & 

Stone. 
Freshfields & WU- 

liams. 
Hepburn, Son & 

Culoliffe. 


i-: 


(Jard, Hall & Rook. 
Sutton, Ommanney 
& Rendall. 


J?.. 

A 


J. N. Mason & Co, 



(J. M. Light. 
Ex parte. 



SPECIAL EEFEEENCE {Adj<mrned Hearing). 



Subject. 



FeUUons Lodged. 



Petitions of The Mercers' Company and of The Governing Body of i 29 Nov. 1894 
81 Paul's School, London, against a Scheme framed by the Charity ! 
Gonmiasioners in relation to St. Paul's School under the Endowed | 
Schools Acts. 



Pet. 
0pp. 



Sillcitore. 

Freshfields & Williams. 
P''arrcr k Co. 



^la^ 
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JUDGMENTS, 



Cause. 



•i; 



Fielding and Others. . . 

V, 

Thomas 

iffeard 26 July 1895. 
Present: The Lord 
Chancellor, Lords 
Herschell, Watsm, 
Maenaghten, Morris, 
and Davey, and Sir 
Hiehard Ckmch.) 

A Beneficed Clerk . . 

V, f 

Lee I 

(Heard 25 March, 1896. | 
Present: The Lord 
Chancdhr, Lords 
Watson, Hobhouse, and 
JDavey, Sir Richard 
Couch and Sir Francis 
Jeune,^ 



Xitrpal Singh . • « . 

V, 

Jai Singh Pal .... 
(Beard 7 May, 1896. 
Present: Lords Hob- 
house, Macnaghien^ 
Morris, and James of 
Hereford, and Sir 
Richard Couch.) 

Tlie CJommissioner for Bail-] 

ways I 

r. 
O'Bonrke and Another . . I 
(Appeal and Cross-Appeal 
consolidated,) 
(Heard 13 May, 1896. 
Present: Loris Mac- 
naghten, Morris, and 
James of Hereford, 
and Sir Bichard 
Couch.) 

Grenion and Others . . .V 

Luchmcenarain A ugur- j ' 

wallah and Another . .1' 

(Heard 15 May, 1896. I 

Present: Lords Hob- j 

house, Macnaghten, ' 

Morris, and James of 



Hereford, and 
Richard Couch,) 



Sir 



Smith (Official Lianidator\ 
of the Bonang Qold Min-| 
ing Company, Limited) 

V, 

Brown ..... 
(Heard 9 June, 1896. 
Present : The Lord 
Chancellor, Lords 
HerscheU, Watson, 
Hobhouse, Macnagh- 
ten, Morris, Davey, 
and Sir Richard 
Couch.) 



Whence. 



NoTa Scotia . 



Record received. 



26 Sept. 1894 



Consistory Court of 
the Diocese of 
London. 



I 



N. W. P., Bengal 



25 Apr. 1892 



New South Wales . 1 13 Aug. 1895 

I 



Set down f 
Hearing. 



2 Mar. 1895 



23 Jan. 1896 



15 Feb. 1896 



2 May 1896 



Bengal 



11 Mar. 1895 ; 13 May 1896 



Subject 



Xew South Wales 



18 Dec. 1894 



8 June 1895 



Legality of the arrest and 
oommittal to gaol of the 
Respondent, by order of 
the House of A^embly of 
Nova Scotia,for contempt 
alleged to have been com- 
mitted by him in the face 
of the House, he being 
one of its membezB. 



Jurisdiction of the Con- 
sistory Court under the 
Clergy Discipline Act, 
1892. 



Whether an estate is im- 
partible by family cus- 
tom, of inheritance or not 



Whether the Supreme 
Court rightly ordered a 
review of certain items 
in a bill of costs, and 
refused a review of 
others. 



Alleged breach of contract. 
Were Appellants entitled, 
to fix the place of de- 
livery ? Indian Contract 
Act — ^ISIeasure of damages. 



Liability of the Bespondent 
to be placed on the List 
of Contributories in the 
winding-up of the Bonang 
Company. Definition of 
"contract " in section 57 
of the New South Wales 
Companies Act, 37 Vict. 
No. 19. 



SoUdtofs. 



A. . 



A. , 
R. 



HilU Son & B«b 

ards. 
Paines, Blrtl 

HnxtaUe! 



W. CarpeBter I 

Sons. 
.HousamaadbCoi 



White k 
Bnriatte. 
Ex parts. 



Young, Jones tC 
G. M. Light 



I Wrentmore 
I Swinhoe. 
J. F. WatldMi 



*Luinlev^Lciii 



I 



— Ex parte. 
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Gftvae. 



Whence. 



Record received. 



I 



Set down for 1 
Hearing. I 



Subject. 



SolfcIt0T9. 



I 
William Howard Smith &. Victoria 
^ooB, Limited . • . . I' 
1?. j 

(Heard 10 /uim, lg96. 
Pruent : The Lord , 
ChcineeUor, Lordt 
Her§ehell, Watson, ! 
HcbhouMej Maenagh- ' 
fejt, Morris, Davey, 
a»d Sir Biehard ' 
Coudi.) I 



18 Nov. 1895 7 Mar. 180C 



Destruction of wreck by 
a port officer. Alleged 
liability of Appellants 
for expenses under the 
Marine Act, 1890, Sec. 
13 — ** Owners " — "Re- 
moval." 



A, . Harwood & Ste- 
phenson. 

R, . Freshfields & Wil- 
liams. 



COURT OF APPEAL AND HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE— CHANCERY DIVISION, 



TRINITY SITTINGS, 1896. 



ROTA OP REGISTRABS IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUING WEEK. 



Dxjm. 


▲fpsai 

COUBT U. 


Ms. JusncB 
Mr. Ward 


Mk. JuancB 
17oaTH. 


Mb. Jcbticb 

8TIBLIXO. 


Mb. JinncB 

Mr. JackaoB 

1 


Mb. JcancB 

ROMBB. 

Mr. CanlngtoD 


Datb. 


M-SV. 


Jum n 


Mr. Fanner 


Mr. Beal 


Mr. Leach 


Mcnky, 


Jvne 23 


T«hj 


.. 23 


., Bolt 


,f FenMrton 


., P««h 


„ CMtnj 


1 ,, Clowea 


„ Lavie 


Toeedej 


„ 23 


WelMsdvy 


„ 24 


,. Fanner 


„ Ward 


„ Beal 


„ Leach 


„ JackaoB 


,. Carringtcn 


Wfldneaday 


». 24 


nmd^y 


i> 25 


„ B«lt 


„ Fttaberkm 


M Pngh 


„ QiOtrty 


t „ dowea 


» LaTte 


Thvrsdaj 


» 2* 


FiHiy 


» 26 


„ Famer 


„ Wirt 


» Beal 


.. Leich 


1 „ Jadnon 


„ CarrfaigtoD 


Friday 


.. 2S 


Ulmiv 


M 27 


M Rolt 


„ Femberton 


„ Pngb 


„ Godflpqr 


1 „ Clowes 


p. Larle 


Satmday 


.* 27 



'«* 3%t Lang VaeaUon vritt commence on 7%ur$day, the l3tk day qf Augu9t, and Urminaie on Friday, tJu SSrd day <ff October, 1896, both dap ituiutive. 



INNS OF COURT. 
CALLS TO THE BAR. 

TRINITY TERM, 189G. 



The Qsder-mentioned gentlemen have been called to the Bar by the 
mder-mentioned Honourable Societies : — 

LINCOLN'S INN. 

Edmund Holmes Blakesley, Christ Church, Oxford ; Edward Batc- 
«■!, KA., King's Coll., Cambridge ; Arthur Francis Graham Everitt, 
BA^ New Coll., Oxford; Reginald Allen Daniell, B.A., University 
ColL, Oxford ; John Leigh Smeathman Hatton, M. A., Hertford Coll., 
Oxford : Robert Bertram Keough Christian, scholar of Lincoln Coll., 
Oxford; Frederick George Parsons ; Dhan Raj Shah; Egbert George 
Band, BA., Christ's Coll., Cambridge; Alfred Barrett Nutter, 
Btasenooe ColL, Oxford; Frederick Maslin Beilby Carter, B.A., 
Oare Coll., Cambridge; Arthur Henry Marshall, B.A., Clare Coll., 
Ombridge; Anant Ram, Christ's Coll., Cambridge; Frederick 
William Kander, B.A., Trinity Coll., Cambridge; William Lyle 
Galbraith, B.A., Merlon Coll., Oxford ; Thomas Carr Morton ; Richard 
Alieiistas Vaux, B.A., Lincoln Coll., Oxford ; Sydney Albert Chris- 
topher; David Maughan, B.A., Balliol Coll., Oxford ; George Wiglit- 
tmn Powers, H.A., New ColL, Oxford ; Maurice Julian Berkeley. 

INNER TEMPLE. 

William Caldbeck Roper-Caldbcck, B.A., Dublin; Wilfred Hay- 
thome Edgar, M.A., Oxford; John Selden Willmore, M.A., Cam- 



bridge ; Gerard Henry Craig-Scllar, B.A.» Oxford ; Oswald Richard 
Robinson, M.A., Cambridge ; Francis Philip Armstrong, B.A., Oxford; 
Charles Edward Malet de Carteret ; Allap Macjeao ; Ernest Bruce 
Chi^rles, B.A., Oxford ; James Little, B.^., Oxfgrd ; Richard Henry 
CressweU,. B.A., Oxford; Alfred RusselJ Fordham, B.A., LL.B., 
Cambridge; Stair Carnegie Agnew, B. A., LL,B.,. Cambridge; Henry 
Curteis Burra, B.A., Oxford; Thomas Pejrcy. Prpss^r Powell, B.A.. 
Oxford; Gerald Bradley Rooke, B.A., .Oxford; Jiabadaya Ram 
Mpljun Ray ; Charles Thornton, B. A., Cambridge ; Charles Nathaniel 
Tindale Davis, B.A., Cambridge; Pcrciyal . CWles ^Igee, B.A., 
Ojtfprd ; ISwen Macphepv)n, B.A., Oxford;. W^lt^ Macfirtbur Allen, 
B.A., Cambridge ; Charies Albert M'Curdy,;B.4., Cambridge ; Charles 
James Higginson; Evan James Macgillivray, B.A., Camhridge; 
Mohamed Siddigue, Cambridge; Alfred Willan Dunn; James' 
Openshaw, B.A., Cambridge ; William Thomas Patrick Coyle ; Noel 
Charles Minchin Home, LL.B., London and Camhridge: Bertram 
Fletcher Robinson, B.A., Cambridge; Frederick Thorold Dickson; 
Paulus Edward Pieris, B.A., Cambridge; Pramathanath Chandhori ; 
Edward Charles Percy Boyd, B.A., Cambridge; Edward Henry 
Lovell Kcays, B.A.-, Oxford ; and Basil Home Thomson. 

MIDDLE TEMPLE. 

Arthur James Horatio Dakeyne Cannon, M.A., LL.B. (second class 
Historical Tripos, 1886), Peterhouse, Cambridge ; Walter Egerton ; 
Herbert Gordon Bois, B.A., Cantab.; Rustom Sorab Dantra; Hillary 
Richard Preston ; Mohammed Ibrahim ; Ambrose Elton, B.A., Can- 
tab. ; Shway Ban ; Leopold Daniel Woodin, M.A., Cnmhridge History 
Tripos ; Edward Wingneld Douglass, B.A., Oxford University second 
class in Final Honour School of Jurisprudence, June, 1895; Monng 
Kin ; Jean Baptiste Darcet Melottc ; Jean Rene Lucien Clair ; Ram 
Asra', Pundit Bhola Nath; Gostendra Das Seal; Martin Elliott; 
Kyaw Oo; Sham Laul ; Ram Saran Dass; Philip Nathaniel Browne; 
Joseph Jean Marie Gauton Dclafave; Partab Ram Chandra; William 
Jose dc Freitas ; Syed Wasiuddin Ahmed ; Frank Freoth, M.A , 
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Cambridge Glasrical Tripos ; Kaliamji Pragji Desai ; Robert Hamer 
Hampson, B.A., LL.B., C-arabridge; Ernest Edward Humphrys; 
Dlwnn Bishan Dass; 8yed Mohammed Reza; Lalla Sundar Dass; 
Maung Tun Win; Josepli Stuart Martin; and Joseph Bridges 
Matthews. 



GRAY'S INN. 

Charles Maturin, B.A., LL.B., Trinity College, Dublin (barrister 
of the Irish Bar), Council of Legal Education First-class Studentship, 
Trmity, 1890, certificate of honour, Trinity, lh96, special prize (502.) 
for the best examination in Constitutional Law and Legal History, 
Trinity, 1896, Barstow Law scholar, Trinity, 189G, Gray's Inn Bacon 
scholar, 1890, King's Inn exhibitioner and Victoria prizeman, 1888 ; 
William Joseph Kenny, her Majesty's Vice-Consul at Tokio and 
Assistant Japanese Secretary of her Majesty's Legation at Tokio, 
Japan; Francis Bernard Sykes, Trinity Hall, Cambridge; John 
Henry Butterworth, Landseer-house, King-street south, Rochdale; 
Bakhsho Gokal Chand, St. Catherine College, Cambridge, and Jammu, 
Kashmir State, India ; Gopal Singh, Punjab Universi^, Government 
College, Lahore: and William Scott Bigby, B.A., Trinity Hall, 
Cambridge. 



CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 



In addition to the Circuits already published (ante, pp. 147 
189) the following dates have been fixed :— 



SUMMER ASSIZESy 1896. 



NOBTHEBN. 



Commimon Days. 



Monday . 
Wednesday 
'iliursday 
Friday • 
Mcndav . 
Thursday 
Friday . 
Monday • 
Tuesday . 
Friday . 
Monday . 
Tuesday . 
Wednesday 
Saturday. 
Tuesday . 
Wednesday 



June 29 
July I 
2 
3 
6 
9 
10 

la 

14 
17 

20 
21 
S2 

25 
28 
Aug. 12 



Cave J, 
Kennedy J, 



Appleby 
Carlisle 



Lancaster 
Manchester 8 



Lirerpool 2 
35nd) 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



LECTURES AND CLASSES, 



REGULATIONS FOR TERM EXAMINATIONS. 

1. There will be an Examination, at the end of each Edncatioiial 
Term, by the Reader and Assistant Reader in eadi subject. 

2. The Examination in any subject will be open &ee of ohaige to 
all persons who have attended two-thirds of the Lectures and GlineB 
of the Term in that subject. A person may be examined in more 
than one subject. 

8. The Examination in each subject will be conducted mi Tooe 
and upon the topics considered during the Term in that subject. . 

4. Any person intending to be examined in any subject must notify 
his intention to the Clerk of the Council of Legal Education at thdi 
Office, Lincoln's Inn Hall, in writing, not less than three dear dayi 
before the time appointed for examination in that subject 

5. The Examination in each subject will take place at the end of 
the last meeting in the Term of the Class in that subject, and in the 
same place, unless otherwise ordered. 

6. The Readers and Assistant Readers will report the lesnlli d 
the Examinations to the Board of Studies for the Council of Legu 
Education. 

7. Every person who, in the opinion of the Council of Legal Bdw 
tion, has passed a satisfactory examination in any subject at the m 
of any Term, will be so informed by a letter addressed to him by tM 
Clerk of the Council. 

Macnaohten, 

Chairman of Council of Legal EdwxUio». 

A. G. Marten, 

Chairman of Board of Studies. 

Council Chambeb, Lincoln's Inn, 
June m, 1896. 



Note. — Tlie first Examination under the above Regulations viB he 
held at the end of Michadmas Educational Tem^ 1896. 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIP DISSOLVED. 



, Eden Erskine Grevillo and Alfred Fossick (GreYille & FosiUJ^ 
. Solicitors, Maidenhead, Berks, by mutual consent, March 16. Id 
; said Alfred Fossick will carry on the business on his own aoooimt. 



Demy 8vo., cloth, lOt. 6<f. 

TENEMENT HOUSES & FLATS (The Law Relating 

to) for Residential or Business purposes, including the Taxation and Rating thereof. With an Appendix of Precedents ef l^iil 
Fonns, and a Digest of Cases relating to the Inhabited House Duty. By Walteb Clodb, Barrister-atrLaw, of the Inner Tompl 
Associate of the Sunreyors' Institution, Author of *' The Law and Practice of Petitions of Right." 

«• The growing habit of baliding moDStixrafl hooses, priociiMJly acceasible only by meaQfl of lifts, b«a Already had resalte oanspleooos eaough t» JvttUy tli» wittier 4 
te\t-book oti tbe legal rights aad reffpcosibllltles of persons who have to deal with them. . . . The wbo!e volnme appears to have beeu written with the wsnm leenbf '^ 
Judgment which uharaulerlze hi& former book about ' petitious of light.' "-Saturday Review. 

«' The great increase la recent j'ears in the nnmbei' of residential flats . . . rendere this book likely to be extremely na«fbl."~<£««a Tiwtet. 

"This Ls an interesting subject upon which Mr. Clode has written an Interesting book. . . . The fanpulse which hA3 been givea recently to the JvoiU^agefrM*^ 
London and elsewhere increeees the 7alue of Mr. Glode's book, which will be fimnd aoonrate and practical."— Law Joumtil. 

*' Tbe increase in the unmber of resideatial boildings known popularly §» * flats,' makes the present time opportnna for the pnblioatloa of a legal work oa this sal^ 
^Builder. 

London : WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, 27, Fleet Street, E.C, 

Digitized by VjOOQIC 
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ZTow Beady. Third Sdltioii, thoroughly revised to date, demy Svo., (doth, 16a. 

THE LAW OF COPYRIGHT, 

INOLUDIKa 

The AMEEIOAN COPYRIGHT ACT, the BEENE CONVENTION, the consequent OSDEE IN COUNCIL, 

AMD CA8E8 TO DATE, ALSO REFERENCE TO, AND EXPLANATION OF, THE CUSTOMS ACT OF 1876 RELATING TO THE 
IMPORTATION OF PIRATED EDITIONS OF ENGLISH COPYRIGHT BOOKS BY THE BRITISH. COLONIES, 

By THOMAS EDWARD 8CRUTTON, M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, 

AtUlMr of' The MerduuU Shipping Aei, 1894," << CharlarpairHM arid BHU of Lading," &o^ and 
Lecturer in Oommon Law to the IneorporaUd Law SooMy. 

*¥e think it ig not only fbe etsiegt, but the moit iiBefiil and pnotioal work on copyxight."— Xcii9 (iuaTierliy Beview. 

LoHDOv: WILLIAM. CLOWES ft SONS, LmmD, Law Pubushibs, 27. Fleet Btbeet, E.a 



Just FubliahecL Boyal 8vo., eloth, S5b. 



NORMAN'S DEATH DUTY TABLES 



V^UeB L, n., m., appended to the Buooession Duty Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Yiot., o, 51), for vaLoing SucoeasionB 
And Annuities; also Discount, Interest, Bate per Oent., and other Tables, with numerous examples to illustrate 
to use and application. 

By A. W. NORMAN, B.A., B.Sc. (Lond.), 

Of the .Legacy and Suooeanon Duly Office, Author of **A Digest of the Death Datiea." ' 
Lohdov: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LzxrrKD, Law Pctbushebs, %7, Fleet Stbbet, E.C. 

JUST FUBIiISHISD. Demy 8vo., eloth, lOs. 6d. 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 

(THE LAW RELATING TO). 

oouFuiuiro 

THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACTS, 1875 TO 1893. AS AMENDED BY THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT, 1895. 
^VtOier with an Appendix, eontaining Model Bides, and th« Forms aippmdtd to the Treasury Begidations, 1896. 

By F. BADEN FULLER, B.A. (Oxon.), 

Of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

^^^ LoKTOH : WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Luoted, Law Publisheb£«, 27, Plkkt Street, RC. 

NOW BEAD7. Boyal ISmo., dioth, ISs. 6d. 

^THE LONDON BUILDING ACT, 1894. 

^ Kofcet and Ozoaa Beferancea and an Appendix containing snoh existing Statntea (incloding the Pnblio Healtii (London) Act, 1891) a 
■tin affaet building operationa within the AdminiatratiTO Goantj of London ; alfio the Bye-Laws, Begnlations and Ozdeia of the 
London County Cotinoil and of the Oomnusaionen of Bewezs of the City of Loiulon. 

By W. BUSSBLIi GSIFFITHS, LL^B., 

OffkeLmer l^npli, JE(Htor of '* The SkOiUei Seguhting Zondm 

AKB 

FBANOIS W.PBMBBB, M-A., 

Of Linooln*$ Imt, DrafUman of the BiB at origimaUy introduoed into the Mouse of Commone, 
L,fyy oMMgtote and VMftil huidbodk to Um lolif ect of Iniflding in nAnnoe to *' The^ edilon haTe pertormed thdr taak in «d Admbmbla w«7, and 1iat» imJaoed 

ll^^MesarsnodJand tte wboto work wUl be of gnat um to Uwyvn whoM 
"^a«cifttka to udontaiid ttaa boIUliig Uw to LoDdoa/'--IaM /ouriMri. 



*' The editon hare performed their task In an admbmble waj. and hare pre Jaoed 
what will probablT be the etondaid work for loine jeaze oa the Londoa Boildlaa 
Art."— XowWiMf. ^ 



Lcnoxnr: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LnfiTED, Law Pablishen, 27, Fleet St: 
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MAY'S PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE. 

Tenth Edition. Boyal 8m>., eloih, 45«. Ealf-ealf, 50f. 

A TREATISE ON THE UW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARLIAMENT. 

BT Snt THOMAS EBSKINE MAT, KCB., D.O.L., 

CMk of ihe Hotm e/ Gboimoni, emd JBenefter qf ih€ MiddU Temple. 
TENTH EDITION. 
BOOKS L and 11. Edited by Sir Beqinald F. D. PALaRAVB, E.G.Bm Clerk of the House of Commona. 
BOOK ni. Edited by Alfred Bonham-Oarteb, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, a Member of the Court 
of Beferees of Frivate Bilk (Honse of Commons). 

"The pnent fonn of the traatiM it Sir BegfDAld PalgraTe'B own; It Is * monimitttt of Mb kboar and of his skill, and will be ss xmeM to stodnti fai tte Bdlidi, 
▲merlcan, and Ooknial Unlvcnltisa as to nemben of aU FariUncnti In the BtMA Eaapln.'*'^lk$ AUunamn, 

Lohdoh: WILLIAM GLOWES & SONS^ Limitxd, Law PuBT.roHwm, 27, Flmr Stkbr, E.a 



JSfOW BXSABT. Tonrth Bdition, with Portrait. Crown 8va, olotfau 7b. edL 

THE HIST0B7 OF THE ENGLISH PABLIAMENT: 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years {800-1889). 

.By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Author of ««TkeHitioi7 of tlMlhigliflhOcm^^ 

Tranilaied hy Professor A. H. EEANE, B.A., F.B.G Ji. 

''English readers wiU oertainly weloome a history of tlie English FarlisoMot by the gvestosi Uiiag anfliorityon fiie Ooatineni"- 
Aikenmum, 

*< It oompletes the vast surrey of onr English instltntions ... to which so great a portioii of Dr. Gnelst*s laborious life has been 
devoted."— jRi«f NmM. • ' 

Lobdqh: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS» Lnann^ Law Publibhim» 27, Slbst Stuhbt, BXX 
CHEAP EDrnON. Bemy Svo., doth* lOo. 

THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON QNEIST, PzofessorofLaw intheUniTendtyofBerlin. 

TnauiaUd hff PHILIP A. A8HW0BTH, ofiks Inner TmpU, Ag., BarriieMHi^Zais. 

** No foreigner has done more than Professor Gneist to examine and make clear tbe history and nature ol the English Oonstiinticn. . • • 
He discusses snch Tital qnestbns as, Whither are we drifting ? How far do recent changes in the franchise accord with the whole apiritoi 
the constitution ? What is in store for us with democracy supreme ? On such questions as these the opinion of a foreigner who is a sbbolaii 
but no bookwonn, and who has sedulously studied our institutions, is certainly much more weighty than that of most jSnffliahmen. ... At 
this time tiiese volumes are especially inatructive. They cast light on almost all the great questions of current politics."^2Yni«t. 

♦»♦ Library Edition, 2 vols,, 8vo., 32s* 
London: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, Limitbi), Law Publishebs, 27, Fleet Street, E.O. 

BoytU 8vO; cloth f 5s. 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giving a General Summary of the Act and a copious and useful Index, both to the Sections of the Act and the different headings 
of the synopsis, with the Forms used and instructions as to the Daty. To which is also added the Finance Act, 1894, and a list of the 
Forms used in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

{Of the Legacy Duty Office, Somerset House), 

AT7TH0B OF TBE "TABLE OF TBE EKOUBB DEATB DTJTIES," "A SBOBT INDEX," ETC., ETa 
•« Will be found useftd In mastering the intricacies of the mei»BOTe."—IVuf*. I «• A very servloeable comi»nloo to those whose dotj It Is to «aater a dlffloxK Aci o( 

'* Presents .... special Inetmctloos as to the new duty /'—DaUjf TelegrapK | parllameDt."— Law Journal. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, Limited, Law Publishebs. 27, PLEBf" Street, E.O. 
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COUET OF APPEAL AND HIGH COUET OP JUSTICE— CHANCERY DIVISION. 

TRINITY BITTINQB, 1896, 



BOTA OP EEGISTRAES IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUING WEEK 



Dab. 


Apfxal 
Court IL 


Mb. JuBaci 

CSRTT. 


KOBTH. 


Mb. Jubtici 
Stibuxo. 


Mb. JufmcB 
Kbkbwioh. 


Mb. Juricb 

BOIUB. 


Datb. 


*riv. JvM 29 


Mr..Wttd 


Mr. Ckmv 


Mr. GocJft^ 


Mr. Bolt 


Mr. Larto 


Mr. PniPi 


Mondaj, June 2d 


**y „ 30 


ff PcDkbtrton 


„ Jackson 


» L«ch 


„ Farmer 


„ Gairlngton 


„ B«l 


TMiday „ 30 


▼•4»liJ, JiOy I 


„ W«d 


„ ClOWM 


„ Qodlh7 


« Bolt 


» lATle 


« Patfi 


WMkMBday, July l 


'^ra^ 2 


„ Ftebertan 


„ Jackson 


» LMCh 


„ Faxmer 


M Canrlngton . 


» Beal 


Thursday „ 2 


»% ,.8 


„ W«d 


„ CkmoB 


„ Ck)dfriy 


» Bolt 


1 „ Lavle 


„ Pngh 


Friday „ 3 


**«»*y 4 


tt FmlMrtaii 


"„ Jackson 


M Lttch 


., Faimsr 


1 „ Carrington 


„ B«l 


Saturday „ 4 



V n« iioiv Focottw iiriU eomiMnoe on 3%ur«day, t^ latA day of Auguit, and UrminaU on Fridajf, tke 23rd day <i^ October, 1896, botA dayt {nduttve. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHAKOEBT DIVISION. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 



OBDER OF COUET. 



Thursday, the ISth day of June, 1896. 

I, Haedwob Staklbt, Babon Halbbubt, Lord High Ghan- 
Wct (rf Great Britain Do hereby Order that the Action 
Mtttumed in the Schedule hereto shall be transferred to the 
™on»ble Mr. Justice Vauohan Williams. 

SCHEDULE. 

Mr. JuBtice Chittt (1890— L.— -No. 958). 
Between the Law Onaraniee and Trust Society, Limited (Plaintiff) 
•«^«»eUrtique RaUway Ck)nfltniction Company, Limited, and 



There will before the Long Vacation be an election by the Council 
to the Readership in the Law of Real and Personal Property, vacant 
by the resignation of Sir H. Elphinstone. The Goqnoil will also 
appoint a Member of the Board of Examiners in the place of A. J> 
Bpencer, Esq., whose term of offioe has expired. The Council will 
be glad to receive on or before the 15th day of July, at the Office of 
the Council at Lincoln's Inn Hall, the names of any gentlemen who 
are desirous of being appointed, together with any Testimonials they 
may wish to submit to the Council. 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 



ORDER OF COURT. 



Friday, the Idth day of June, 1896. 
iHABDDf o» Stahlit, Baboh Halbbubt, Lord High Ghan- 
wwof Great Britain, Do hereby Order that the Actions 
"Jwoed in the Schednle hereto shall be transferred to the 
'^'BOQiable Mr. Jnstioe Vauohan Wiluamb. 

SCHEDULE. 

Mr. Justice Nobth (1896— P.— No. 741). 

a the Matter of F. C. Landon and Company, 
^nr Gastzell Dear v. F. C. Landon and Company, Limited. 

Mr. Justice Chittt (1896— 0.— No. 775). 
5'wdertck Offord v. A. B. C. Hotel Advertising Company, Limited. 

Mr. Jnstioe Stibuho (1896— L.— No. 1046). 

a^e Matter of Leete, Edwards and Norman, Limited, 
^ur Robert Reeves v. Leete, Edwards and Norman, Limited. 

Mr. Justice Ebkbwich (1896— L.—Na 1036). 
Joseph Leete v. Leete, Edwards and Norman, Limited. 

HAL8BURT, 0. 



George Cartwright and Edward Silvester Richardson (Cartwright 
& Richardson), Solioiton, 30, Guildhall Street, Preston, Lancaster, 
by mutual consent, June 16. 

William Daggett, Henry Ingledew, and T. D. Fenwick (Ingledew, 
Daggett & Fenwick), Solicitors and Notaries Public, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne, as from May 80. 

Paul Edward Vanderpump and Henry Ernest Eve (Paul E. Van- 
derpump & Eve), Soliciton, 5, Philpot Lane, by mutual consent as 
from Jan 1. The said P. E. Vandeipump will continue to carry on 
the business under the same style or nrm. 



APPOINTMENTS. 



June 18. The Queen has been pleased to direct Letters Patent to be 
passed under the Great Seal of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, granting the dignity of a Knight of the said 
United Kingdom unto William Ralph Meredith, Es^.,LL.D., Chief 
Justice of the Court of Common Pleas nf the Provmce of Ontario, 
in the Dominion of Canada. 

June 18. The Queen has been pleased to direct Letters Patent [to be 
p«8sod under the Great Seal of the United Kingdom of Great 
jSritain and Ireland, granting the dignity of a Knight of the said 
United Kingdom unto William Henry Lionel Cox, Esq., Chief 
Justice of the Straits Settlements. 

June 18. The Queen has been pleased, by Warrant under Her 
Majesty's Royal Sign Manual, bearing date the 16th instant, to 
appoint Patrick Fleming Evans, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to be 
Recorder of the Borough of Newca8tle-under;I<yme, in the room of 
Hungerford Tudor Bo&am, Esq., resigned, f OQQ Ip 
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MAY'S PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE. 

f Tenth Edition. Boyal 8vo., doth, 45#. Ealf-calf, 50f. 

A TREATISE ON THE LAW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARLIAMENT. 

BY Snt THOMAS EBSKINB MAY, KO.B., D.OX., 

Oerk 0/ the Houm </ Common», and JBenefter of the Middle Temple. 
TENTH EDITION. 
BOOKS L and 11. Edited bj Sir Beqinald F. D. Paloravb, E.G.B., Clerk of the Honae of Commons. 
BOOK III. Edited by Alfred Bonham-Cabteb, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-«t-Law, a Member of the Court 
of Beferees of Frivate Bills (Honse of Commons). 



••The pnsent form of Om traatte to Sir Bflgiuad PfelffraT^B own; It to * moDmiMnt oT bto toboor And of hto iklll, and wfll to ■• wstal to ■twtonfti In tto WtUb, 
▲merlcao, and Colontol UnlTanltkt la to memton of all FivitonMoto in tto BritUh Empln."'»91U Athmueum. 

LoHDOv: WILLIAM CLOWES & 80N8, Ldotid, Law Pukjbhmbs, 27, Funr Stbot, Ra 



NOW BBADT. Fourth Bdition, with Portrait Grown Sto., elotlL 7b. 6d. 

THE HISTOBT OF THE ENGLISH PABLIAMENT: 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand, Years {800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON QNEI8T, Anihorof ^^TheHistoiyofiheEngliACoiistitiiftion." 

TraniUUed hy Professor A. H. EEANE, B.A., F JLGJi. 

''English readers wiU oertainly welooms a hiitory of tlie X^ig^ Fferiisment by the gvestoti Ihisg aatfaoiityon fbe Ooatiiiant''- 
Jihenmwm. 

^ It oompletes the tmI •orrey of oor English institiiiloiis ... to whioh w grest a portioa of Dr. Gmeisi's laboriooi life has been 

deyoted."— Ai^Adiw. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Lmrrn), Law Pobubhibs, 27, Fldbt Stbket, HO. - 

CHEAP EDITION. Demy Sfo., doth* 10s. 

THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON QNEI8T, Professor of Law in the UmTmltr of Beriin. 

Trandated hy PHILIP A ASHWOBTH, of the Inner Temple, Ag., BofrieUtHU-Lam. 

** No foreigner has done more than ProfoBsor Gneiat to examine and make dear the hiitory and natore of the English OonstLtation. . . • 
He discnsses snch Tital qnestions as, Whither are we drifting ? . How far do reoent changes in the franchise accord with the whole spirit of 
the constitution ? What is in store for ns with democracy supreme ? On snch questions as these the opinion of a foreigner who is a soholsi', 
but no bookworm, and who has sedulously studied our institutions, is certainly much more weighty than that of moat Enfflishmoi. ... At 
this time these Tolumes are especially instructire. They oast light on idmost all the great questions of current politics.** — iVmei. 

\* lAbrary Editi^m, 2 voU^f 8vo., 32b. 
London: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, Limitsd, Law Publxshxbs, 27, Funt Stbist, KO. 

BoytU 8vO; dothf 6b* 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giying a General Summary of the Act and a copious and useful Index, both to the Sections of the Act and the different headings 
of the synopsis, with the Forma used and instructions as to the Daty. To which is also added the Finance Act, 1894,- and a list of tils 
Forms used in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

(Of the Legacy IhUy Office^ Somerset House)^ 

AX7TH0B or THS "TABLE OF THE ENOUSH DEATH DUTIES,'* "A SHOBT I2a)EX,'' ETC., BTO. 

*• Will be Smsd lueM In UMteriog tlM intricadw of the m9»mn.''-'TrutK I " A vwj ■eniceable eoauwnioa to thoM whoM dutj It b to matter a dlflfcoR Act of 

" Prcif Dta .... apecUl inatractiooa as to the new daty/'— ItaCy TOegraph. \ PtflUuncot.**— law Journal. 



London: l^HLLIAM CLOWES ARSONS, Limithd, Law Pitbubhebs, 27, Flint Strnnt, 

Digitized i 
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Just Beady. Fourth Edition, Beylsed, demy 8vo, clotb, 20^. 

lOORE'S PRACTICAL FORMS OF AGREEMENTS 

Belating to Sales and Farchases, Mortgages and Deposits, Enfranoliisements and Exchanges, Building and 
Arbitrations, Letting and Benting, Hiring and Servioo, Debtors and Creditors, and numerous other 
subjects : with a variety of Useful Notes. By H. Moore. Fourth Edition. Thoroughlylrevised. 

By HSRSSRl? PSRCIlTiLXj, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at'Law. 



London : WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Publishers, 27, Fleet Street, E.C. 
Now Beady. Third Edition, thoroughly xefvisad to date, demy 8vo., doth, 16b. 

THE LAW OF COPYRIGHT, 

XNOLUDINO 

The AMEMCAN COPYRIGHT ACT, the BEENE CONVENTION, the consequent ORDER IN COUNCIL, 

AMD CASES TO DATE, ALSO REFERENCE TO, AND EXPLANATION OF, THE CUSTOMS ACT OF 1676 RELATING TO THE 
IMPORTATION OF PIRATED EDITIONS OF ENGLISH COPYRIGHT BOOKS BY THE BRITISH COLONIES. 

By THOMAS EDWARD SCRUTTON, M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Uw, 

AtUkoro/''Tk»Mer€haHi8hiprdngAel,lS9i,'**'aar^^ 

L&etwrer in Vommm Laiw to ike Iwxrporaidd Law Bodety, 

"We think it is not only the easiest, bat the most naefiil and pmodoal work on oopyiight**— Xcii9 QiiaHerly Btntiew. 

LoBDOv: WILLIAM^OLOWES ft SONS, LmrnD, LiLw Pububhibs, 27, Flbst Stbist, E.O. 

I" 

I Just Published. Boyal Svo., cloth, 25e. 

iNORMAN'S DEATH DUTY TABLES 



'd}Ie« L, n., HL, appended to the Succession Duty Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Yict., c. 51), for valaing SuooeBsions 
^Annuities; also Discount, Interest, Bate per Cent., and other Tables, with numerous examples to illustrate 
: use and application. 

By A. W. NORMAN, B.A., B.Sc (Lond.), 

;0f the .Legacy and SaooesBloii Duly CMDee, Avthor of "A Digoit (tf the Death Daties." 
Lqhdoh: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Ldotbd, Law Pubushebs, 27, Fleet Stbbet, KC. 

JUST PUBLISHED. Demy 8vo., eloth, lOs. 6d. 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 

(THE LAW RELATING TO). 



THE FRiEHDLY SOCIETIES ACTS, 1875 TO 1893. A8 AMENDED BY THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT. 1895. 
V>Aer with an Appendix, eontaining Model Rides, and the Forms cg^pmded to the Treasury B^tdations, 1896. 

By F. BADEN FULLER, BJL, (Oxon.), 

Of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 



Lanxnr : WILLIAM CLOWES^;* SONS, Lhotid, Law Publkhebs, 27, Plbbt Street, E.O. 
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WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS' LIST. 



Grown 9vo,^ ek/Okt Tt. 9dm 
THB LAW OF AEBITBATIOH. Being the ArUtratioii Act, 
1889. Wltti KalM of Statate^ Bales of Ocari Fonna and Cu(% and an Indiz. 
^7 W. Odtsak Cmmwm, Solicitor, kc, with Honoon^ H. T. 1888. 
^^^^^^ Now rMd7> D«ny S^o^* cloti»» ia»- •* 
DEBEHTTTBBS.— The Debentures and Debenture Stock of Trading 
■ad other Oompaniiia. WtthFonaa. Bf Edward Maxsov, of the MiddtoTem^ 
BerTietor-«i-Law» and late Scholar of BrMenoae OoUe8^ Oxibrd, Author of "The 
Law of Trading OompaDki^'' Ifeo. 

Seoood Edition, Bevleed and fiilamd. Demr 8to., doth, 8t. 
FBAUD AHD MISBEFBBSEiTATIOlf .-A Short Treatiae 
en the Law relating to Fraud and MlBiepieeeutotlnai. B>t Smnr HAtrraoa, B.A., 
*of the Inner Temple, Barrleker-at-Law, Author of "1 Treatiee oo the Law of 



«iuelea 



iTeryneeftamtletreatlae. It la well and dearly wiftteiV «»1 the oaaee 
an toonght well up to dato."->£ai0 Timei. 

Now ready. Demy 8to., TOOpagei^ doth, 381. 

EVOLISH PATENT PEACTICST-- With the Acta, Bnlea, 
Fonne and PreoedentB, and Notes of all the Beoorded Caaee. Dlortrated with 
fiketcfaeh Qy H. Cdhthohaxi^ M.A., BazTister-at-Law, late Boyal En^lneen. 
Now ready. Grown 8to., doth, lOf. td, 

C0MPAHIE8' WOEK AND MINIHG LAW IN NEW 

SOUTH WALES AND TIGTORIA. A Tzeatlae for the Guidance of SeUdtoi^ 
Dlrectea, Inveetor^ and okhera. Bf Autmmd urn Libba, Banister -at -Law, 
Sydney, KJ9.W. 

Boyal 8Ta, doOi. lit. 

SEEYICE OTTF OF TSS JUEISDICTIOV. Bj Fbancib 

Tatlob Piaoorr, M.A., LL.M., of the Middle Temple^ BanMer-at-Law; late 
Legal AdTleer to the Jasaneee Oahlnett Author of "Foreign Jndgmsnt^" "Ss- 
tecrltoriaUty," «• Pilnctplesof the Law of Tort^'* ko. 
Demy 8vo., doth, SOt. 

THE LAW OF HTJSBAHD AHD WIFE— By Ohablbs 

CnAWLxr, M.A., of Lincoln's Inn, Barrister^t-Law ; late Fellow of Downing 
OoUegSb C^hrldge ; and Author of *' The Law of Life Insurance." 
"This is a carefU and well-written treatise on a snl^ect with regard to wUdi sodi 
a work was srestiy wanted."— tSUicOort* JaumtU. 

" This book is the most comprehensive and Taluable one on the law of husband and 
wUb with which we are aoquamted."— ^MAunim. 



J ust publis hed. Royal 8to., sewn, 9s. 8«r. 

ENGLISH STATUTE LAW KEVISED. Being an Analjoa 

of the Eifect of the LegisUtion of 1896 upon Earlier Statutes rdating to EnghBd. 
By Paul SnucxiAins of Lincoln's Inn, Barrister-at-Law, Author of "Chrono- 
logical Table of PubUc (Seoend Acts in Foite." 
" This publlcatian will be of modi assistance to the hard-worked piacUtlaDer."— 
Solieltan^ JcumaL 
'* Most useflil, if only as a guide for noting np.**— Justice of the Ptaot, 
•' A useftil tnalysls of the effect of the legislation of 1885 on eazUer statutes."— 
low tTottnial. 



CmONOLOGICAL TABLE OF PUBLIC GENERAL AUIB 

DC fOBCE. 88 Hen. lU. (USB) to 8T 4 88 Viet. 188A. ^y PauIi Sonnim 
of LInooln'B Inn, Bairteer-aA-Law. 
<«WI11 be iMmd asefU to the piiAm ami te naay pnposea.*— Zfl 
Asview. 
"Teryoondse. . . • of u8eforati4yattdrefin«nee."— ZatsSSkisi. 
• • It wm be tound moet useftal I7 the piofiBSBioa."-^SU»eaort' JvmwA, 



Nowi 



1,188 psgeB,clolh,3ii. 



ready. Second Editloa, royal 8to. 

PEINCIPLE8 OF RATING « applied to 

Trsmways, Gas and Water Works, Goal and other Mines, 



BailimB, 



Works, Manuftctorlesb and other Hereditsmenta. With a complete Dlipst 

Oisesb and aU the Important Statutes dealing with Local "^ 

BorL% of the Inner Temple^ Barrlsteivat-Law, and a. 



FaUow of the SurycyurB* iMtitutSk Ito. 



Hininaar»'DATimi 



Demy 8to., cloth, 28«. 

THE LAW OF NUISANCES, with Statntory Appendix. By 
E. W. aASUTT, M.A., of the Inner (Temple end Midland Ciroul^ Barrisler-st-Law. 
" Eveiy mattw tha^ to the e^ of the lew, is regarded as a nutance Is canddaed. 



'hile the work appeals more particularly to members of the legal \ 
* The Law of Nuisan c es,' there can be so qnestiun, wiL foe found yncy useCni by the 
general public, eBpeclally by offldals of Coonty Ooundls. Veetries and Oerporations."— 
City Press. 

The Hon. Mr. Justice Kekewlch, to givtog Judgment to a recent case, stid: 
"Mr. Garretfs book .... which I have consulted to oonnectian with more then «ni 
potot in this case, and gladly take this opportonity of mentiontog as & woric d im- 
common merit" 



,%* A CoMogw of Blodem Law Bo6k$, Jud imied, mU/ne <m appKoaUtm. 
Loudon: WILLIAM OLOWES k SONS, Ldotid* Law Fublubbm, 27, Flbef Stbbt, B.0. 

Now ready. Demy 8vo., cloth, 1149 pages, 82s« 6d. ; Cash, 26s. (postage M.). 

THOMSON'S PRINCIPLES OF EQUITY, 

AND 

EQUITY PRACTICE OF THE COUNTY COURT: 

FOR THE USE OF PRACTITIONERS IN THE CHANCERY DIVISION OF THE HIGH COURT AND IN THE COUNTY COURT 
With PBECXDEirrs of PABTictTLABS OF Glaiu, Dbfbnoes, NonoBS of MonoN, Affxdayits^ Judgmsnts, Obdbbs, fto. 



Barrister-at-Law ; formerly 



By ANDREW THOMSON, Esq., B.A., LL.D 

: formerly Lecturer and Reader on Equity to the Incorporated Law Soci 



Society; and afterwards 



Equity to the Incorporate 
Professor of Equity to the Inns of Court. 
A monument of learoiog as we^ as of industry ."—Globe, May 28, 1896. 

The Author is master of his sul^Ject. He gives the difficult Principlee of Equity most clearly and well ; Indeed, on PrindpleB of Equity, we beUere that the wcfk ii 
to none."— Zaw A'otes, June, 1896. ___^___ 

LoTOON: WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Limited, Law Publishees, 27, FLEET STREET, E.C. 



Just puhlished. Crown Svo., cloth, 8s. 6d. net 

THE POLITICAL LAWS OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 

WITH AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE CONSTITUTION OF THE ORANGE FREE STATE. 
Translated by W. A. MA0FAD7EN, B.A., LL^B., 

Late Scholar of Brasenose College, Oxford; Advocate of ilie Supreme Court, Cape Colony^ and of (he High Court, 

South African Bepublic, 

London : WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Limited, Law Publibhebs, 27, FLEET STREET, B.O. 
J. C. JUTA & CO., CAPE TOWN, PORT ELIZABETH, AND JOHANNESBURG, 
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LIST OF BUSINESS FOE THE JUDICIAL COMMITTEE OF THE PBIVY COUNCIL. 



JUNE Am) JULY, 1896. 



PART IL 

{The Sittings mil he con finned at half -past ten a.m., on Ttt-esday, the l^th July, 1896.) 

APPEALS. 



Canae. 



Whence. 



The Toronto Railway Com- J' Canada 

p«>y V 



Tba Qneen . . 

lRom and Others . 
r. 
Queen . . 



Canada 



Record reoelTed. 



Set down for 
Hearing. 



Snbjed. 



13 Aug. 1895 30 Apr. 1896 



13 May 1896 4 July 1896 



ewart Canada 

T. \ 

, McLiean (Smith mis-en- . 



») ' 

[Educm General Electric 
Company 

V, 

^ The Westminster and Van- 
oonrer Tramway Com- 
pany, the Bank of British 
Ocdmnbia and Others 
Sprigg .... 

r. 
Big»a .... 



British Columbia 



I Cape of Good Hope 



28 May 1896 4 July 1896 



9 June 1896 4 July 1896 



28 Mar. 1896 



11 July 1896 



Customs duty on steel rails ; 
interpretation of Canada 
Customs Act and Act 
50 & 51 Vict. c. 39. 

Contract for construction of 
a railway under Dominion 
Act, 31 Vict. 0. 13. 

Partnership — Effect of 
ceseion by partners and 
payment of composition 
by one of them. 

Action by creditor to set 
aside Judgment by con- 
sent obtained by another 
creditor. 



Whtther a Proclamation 
under which Bespondent 
was arrested was suffi- 
cient in law to justify 
the arrest. 



JR. 

\a, 

A. 
B. 
A. 

R. 

A, 
R, 



Solicitors. 



Freshflelds & WU- 
hams. 

. Bompas, Bischoff, 

Dodgson ft Co. 
' Harwood & Ste- 
phenson. 
Bompas, Bisohoff, 

Dodgson & Co. 
Bompas, Bischoi)', 
DixigBon & Co. 
. Wilson, Bristows 
& Carpmael. 
J. Cornelius 
Wheeler. 

. 1 Freshflelds & Wil- 
liams. 



1 



Wilson, Bristows 
& Carpmael. 

Thomas Beard & 
Son. 



PATENT CASES. 



Matter. 



Petition Lodged. 



Subject. 



Solicitors. 



HopkinMm's Patent 
{Apparatus for 
dectridty.) 



diftrihutivg 



27 Jan. 1896 



Willazis and Robinson's Patent . 
{High Speed Engines) 



19 June 1896 



Prolongation of Patent dated 27th July, 1882, 
No. 3578. 

To he heard on Wednesday ^ 15th Judy, 
1896. 



Prolongation of Patent dated 14th October, 
1882, No. 4901. 



Pet. I Faithf ull & Owen. 

I 
0pp. Drake, Son & Parton. 

Deacon, Gibson & Medcalf. 
Field, Eoscoe & Co. 
W. G. Greig. 
'< Harrison & Powell. 
W. F. Wakeford. 
Sharpe, Parker, Pritchardg 
Barham. 
Pet Farrar & Porter. 



► 



JUDGMENTS. 



Cause. 



Whence. 



Fielding and Others. . . 

V, 

Thomafl 

{Heard 26 July, 1895. 
Present: The Lord 
Chancellory Lords 
Hersehell, Watson, 
Maenaghteny Morris, 
and Davejfy and Sir 
RidMrd Couch.) 



Nova Scotia . 



Record received. 



26 Sept. 1894 



Set down for 
Hearing. 



2 Mar. 1895 



SnttJect. 



Legality of the arrest and 
committal to gaol of the 
Respondent, by order of 
the House of Assembly of 
Nova Scotia,for contempt 
alleged to have been com- 
mitted by him in the face 
of the House, he being 
ope of. its members. 

Digitized by 



A. 



Solicitors. 



Hill, Son & Rick- 

aids. 
Paines, Blyth <& 

Huxtable. 
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Ganw. 



A Beneficed Clerk . . .] 

Lee I 

(Eeard 25 March, 1896. 
Present: The Lord 
Chancellor, Lords 
Watson, Hothouse, and 
Davev, Sir Bichard 
Couch and Sir Francis 
Jeune.) 
Smith (Official Lianidator 
of the Bonang Gold Min- 
ing Company, Limited) . 

V. 

Brown 

(Heard 9 June, 1896. 
Present: The Lord 
ChaneeUor, Lords 
HerscheO, Watson, 
Hothouse, Maenagh" 
ten, Morris, Davey, 
and Sir Richard 
Couch,) 

Miller 

V. 

MadhoDas 

(^Heard 24 June, 1896. 
Present : Lords 

Watson, Hothouse, 
and Davey, and Sir 
Bichard dmiah.) 

Mathnra Das and Another . ' 

V. I 

Narindar Bahadur Pal andi 

Others J 

(Heard 19 June, 1896. 
Present : Lords 

Watson and Hothouse, 
and Sir Bichard 
CoucKJi 
Bitchie and Others . • . 

V. 

Hudson Brothers, Limited . 
(Heard 7 July, 1896. 
Present : Lords 

Watson, Hothouse, 
and Davey ^ and Sir 
Bichard Couch.) 

Henty and Another . . . 

V, 

The Queen 

(Heard 26 June, 1896. 
Present : Lords 

Waison and Hothouse, 
and Sir Bichard 
Coueh,) 

The Trinidad Asphalt Com- j 

V. j 

Coryat j 

(Heard 3 July, 1896. 
Present : Lords 

Watson and Hohhoiue, 
and Sir Bichard 
Cotieh,) 

Gould 

Stuart ..... . 

(Heard 7 July, 1896. 
Present : Lords 

Watson and Hcbhouse, 
and Sir \ | f Bichard 
Couch.) 



Whence. 



Consistory Court of 
the Diocese of 
London. 



New South Wales 



N. W. P., Bengal 



N. W. P., Bengal 



New South Wales 



Victoria . 



Trinidad and Tobngo 



New South Wales 



Beoord reoeived. 



18 Dec. 1894 



10 Oct. 1894 



12 Feb. 1894 



2 Feb. 1895 



23 Mar. 1896 



18 Sept. 1895 



24 Dec. 180r» 



Bel down for 
Hearing. 



23 Jan. 1896 



8 June 1895 



11 May 1896 



15 June 1896 



4 Juno 1896 



5 June 1896 



13 June 1896 



15 June 1896 



Snlject 



Jurisdiction of the Con- 
sistory Court under the 
Clergy Discipline Act, 
1892. 



Liability of the Bespondent | 
to be placed on tne List 
of Contributories in the 
winding-up of the B<mang 
Company. Definition of 
" contract " in section 57 
of the New South Wales 
Companies Act, 37 Vict. 
No. 19. 



Equitable mortgage by 
deposit of title deeds. 



Construction of a covenant 
to pay interest in a mort- 
gage bond — Limitation, 
Statute XV. of 1877. 



Contracts for construction 
of rolling stock. 



Probate Duty — ^Adminis- 
tration and Probate Act, 
1890. 



Right of possession to land 
—Effect of the Registra- 
tion Ordinance No. 8 of 
1862 upon equitable 
titles. 



Dismissal of a Government 
clerk — Civil Service Act. 

1884. 



A. 



A. 
R. 



A. 



A. . W. OarpeBier 
Sons. 

B. . i HoDsemaDftOi 



Lumlejft LvBd 



Exforie, 



Digitized by 



Google 



Lattey&Haii 
T. C. SamiDHli 



Ranken, h 

Forf,ACW 

PykeA^Puni 



Spyer & Saift , 

Bell, BradDd^ 
Giay. .^ 

\ 



Stonfs, Mflitu 
Stone. , 

FieshfieldsftI 
luuns. 



Sutton, OnuM« 
ABendall. 

J.N.MwcolC 



G. M. Light 
Bxparii, 
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The Esqnimalt and Nan-' 
limo Eailwa J Company . 

V, 

Biinbridg© 

(ffaord 9 July, 1896. 
Praent : Lords 

WaUon, mibhouse, 
Davey, and Sir 
Biehard Coueh.) 



WheDoe. 



British Columbia 



Record reoeived. 



2 Mar. 1896 



Set down for 
Hearing. 



Subject 



5 June 1896 Kight to mines of precious A. 
I metal in land granted 
I for oonstruotion of a rail- 
i way, R. 



SdDctton. 



Hepburn, Son & 
Cutcliflfe. 

Gard, Hall & Book. 



SPECIAL REFERENCE (for JurJgment). 



Subject 



Petitions Lodged. 



SolldiorB. 



Petitions of The Meroers' Company and of The Governing Body of [ 29 Nov. 1894 
St. Paul's School, London, against a Scheme framed by the Charity i 
Commissioners in relation to St. Paul's School under the Endowed . 
Schools Acts. 



PeL 

I 



Freslific'lds & Williams. 
Farrcr & Co; 



COURT OF APPEAL AND HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE— CHANCERY DIVISION. 



TRINITY SITTINGS, 1896. 



ROTA OP REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUING WEEK 



Vao. 


▲fpkal 
GousT n. 


Mb. Jubticb 
CRiTn'. 


Mb. Jtotiob 

KOBTH. 


Mb. Jcbttcb 
SriBuna. 


Mb. JuancB Mb. Jcstiob 
Kbkbwich. Bombb. 


Daxs. 


«-*W, 


July 


30 


Mr. Pn^ 


Mr. LeMfa 


Mr. Glowet 


Mr. lATie 


Mr. Vumer 


Mr.'Femberton 


MondBy, Julj 


20 


tad. 


tt 


21 


„ Betl 


„ Godfr^ 


„ JtOkMI 


„ CuTlngton 


„ Bolt 


.. Wwd 


Tiwdsy 


21 


»*-«V 


M 


n 


» POKb 


,. Lesdi 


„ CtowBS 


» Lavte 


„ Isomer 


„ Ftaibertni 


Wednaedey 


22 


'itai^r 


„ 


23 


„ Beal 


„ Godfrey 


,. Jackson 


,p Cerrtagton 


„ Boll 


M Wsnl 


Thnndej 


23 


rm, 


»t 


24 


» Pugh 


» Leedi 


„ dowes 


.. Uvle 


„ Famier 


„ Ftaiberton 


Fridey 


24 


kMv 


>* 


25 


„ Beid 


M QodfiPfly 


„ jMkMn 


„ CsrxlDgtQii 


., BoU 


„ WMd 


Ssfemdfty » 


26 


a 


l%t 


Umg 


FoeoiiM toiB eoMMM 


met on T%ur$dajf, tJu 


ilSthda^o/Augutt, 




rtday. the 2ird day tif OcMmpt^ 1896. botJk 







HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 



TRANSFER OF ACTION. 



ORDER OF COURT. 

Friday, the 10th day of July, 1896. 



SCHEDULE, 
Mr. Justice Kekbwich (1896— O.— No. 903). 

{In re Olympia, Limited. 
Emily Maud C. Peaoock (married woman) v. Olympia, Limited, 
and Others. 

HALSBUBT, O. 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIP DISSOLVED. 



I, Habdinox Stahlet, Bab6n Halsbubt, Lord High Chan- Henry Vallance, James Braidwood Birkbeck, and Lionel Henry 
eeDor of Great Britain, Do hereby Order that the Action Barnard (Vallance, Birkbeck & Barnard), Solicitors, Lombard House, 
ittQtioned in the Schedule hereto shall be transferred to the George Yard, E.C., by mutual consent as from June 24, so far 
Honourable Mr. Justice Yaughan Williams. ' regards H. Vallance, who is retiring from business. 
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AND 
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FOR THE USE OF PRACTITIONERS IN THE CHANCERY DIVISION OF THE HIGH COURT AND IN THE COUNTY COUHl 
With Pbeoxdestts of Fabtioulars of Claim, Defenobs, Noticbs of MonoH, AffidayitSi Juikoixntb^ Obdbbb, &a 

By ANDREW THOMSON, Esq., B.A., LL.D., 

Barrister-at-Law ; formerly Lecturer and Reader on Equity to the Incorporated Law Society; and afterwards 

Professor of Equity to the Inns of Court. 

"Amoniimentof leamlogMTPeUMofindiMtiy.'*— Clofte, Jray28, 1896. ... ^. , . ... « .,v _-.. 

**The Author Is master of his sul^ecfc. He gives Che dUQcmt Piindples of Equity most clearly and well; indeed, on Principles of Equity, ve beUeve Oit Ihe vet d 
seoond to none."— law yotet, June^ 1896. 

LoNBON : WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Limited, Law Publishers, 27, FLEET STREET, E.C. 



Just published. Crown Svo., cloth, Ss. 6d. net 

THE POLITICAL LAWS OF THE SOOTH AFRICAN REPDBllft 

WITH AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE CONSTITUTION OF THE ORANGE FREE STATE. 
Translated by W. A. MAOFADYEN, B.A., IiL.B., 

L<Ue Scholar of Braaenoae College^ Oxford ; Advocate of the Supreme Court, Cape Colony^ and of (he High Court, 

South African Bepublic, 



Lom>oi[ : WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Limitbd, Law Publishbbs, 27, FLEET STREET, E.C. 
J. C. JUTA & CO., CAPE TOWN, PORT ELIZABETH, AND JOHAN NESBURG. 

Now Beady. Third Edition, thoroughly revieed to date, demy 8vo., (doth, 15b. 

THE LAW OF COPYRIGHT, 

DfOLUDINO j 

The AMEEICAN COPYMGHT ACT, the BEENE CONVENTION, the consequent OSDER IN CODircn? 

AND CASES TO DATE. ALSO REFERENCE TO, AND EXPLANATION OF, THE CUSTOMS ACT OF 1S76 RELATING TO THE 
IMPORTATION OF PIRATED EDITIONS OF ENQUSH COPYRIGHT BOOKS BY THE BRITISH COLONIES. 

By THOMAS EDWARD SCRUTTON, M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Uw, 

Auihorof''TheMer€haHi8hippktgAat,l894:,'*''Okarterp^ 

Leohirer in (Jommon Law to the Inoorporated Law Society, 

** We think it is not only the easiest, bat the most useful and piaotical work on oopyiight.'*— Xaw QiuLTierlg Beview. 

LoNDOv: WILLIAM CLOWES ft SONS, Liiinm, Law Pubushebs, 27, Fleet Stbbet, E.C. 

irOW BEADY. Boyal ISmo., doth, ISs. 6d. 

THE LONDON BUILDING ACT, 1894. 

<^itb Notes and Gross Beferenoes and an Appendix oontsiBing snob ezisting Statutes (molnding the Pnblio Health (London) Ad, 1891) %* 
stUlalEBet bnilding opeiations within the Administrative Connt^ of London ; iJibo the Bye-Laws, Begulations and Ordam of tiis 
London Ooonty Ckranoil and of the Oommissioners of Sewers of the Oity of London. 

By W. BUSSEIili GBIFFITHS, LL.B., 

Cfikelimer l^nple^ Bdit(n' <f ** The Statutes SeguktHng London B%^ 

FBANOIS W.PBMBEB, M.A., * 

Cf LiHOoh'e /nm, Drafttman of the BiU a$ originally tntroduoed into the Eouee of Oommone, 

**A wy oomnLate and utftil handlwolf to the BoUeok cf Irafldlng In rdfarom to *' The edlton h«Te perfonned their tuk in en admtrahln w«j, and havepnta^ 

' *— niJMdsr. what wminoUbly be theAudaid wericltar BonejwneathaLBBilBaJWlJV 

notea are food, and the whole work will be of great um to lawycfs whoie Act."— Low Timet, 
I oalhthflDk to imdentaod the building law ftir LoiidoD.''-^£«io JdMnuri. 

Lohdoh: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limitsd, Law Fublisbera, 27, Fleet Street, RC. 
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MAY'S PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE. 

TenA Edition. Boyal Bvo., doA, 45«. Ealf-ealf, 50$. 

A TREATISE ON THE LAW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARLIAMENT. 

BT Snt THOMAS EBSEINE MAT, KO.B.. D.O.L., 

CUrk of ihB Emm qf Oommom, and Beneher of iK9 BUddU TrngU. 
TENTH EDITION. 
BOOKS L and 11. Edited by Sir Beghtald F. D. Palgravb, E.G.B., Clerk of the Hoxuie of Commons. 
BOOK in. Edited by Altbid Bonhax-Ojlrteb, Esq., of the Inner Temple, BarristerHtt-Law, a Member of the Court 
of Beferees of Private Bills (Honse of Commons). 

"Tte pnMDt toim of Om traatiM la Sir BAginald PalgrftTeTs ofwn; it Is a manimMnt of hto hboat and of his akill, tad will be la nasftil to ■tndaoti In fba British 
AmImb, sad (XdoDlsl Univcnltifls as to msmbeis of all Farliaziiflnto In tha BritiBh Empii«."-*91ka Atkmaym. UQl 

Lonov: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limithd, Law Puklibhxbs, 27, Fliit Stukf, Ea 



HOW BBADY. Tonrth Edition, with Portrait. Crown 8vo.« dLath, 7b. ed. 

THE HISTOBT OF THE ENGLISH PABLIAMENT : 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years {800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Anihorof ^^ThemstoiyoftheEngliAOonstitation.'' 

Trandaied (y ProfBssor A. H. EEANE, B.A., F JLOiL 

■BlngUih naden will oertainlj wekxNne a historj of the EngUih PuUanwnt hy the greatest liyfaig authority on the Oontinani"^ 



^It eompletei the Tsst inrrey of our English hntitntlons ... to whioh so great a portta of Dr. Gnelst's lahoriooi life has been 
iwoted.-— AU^iTflMi. 

LoHixm: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, Lduted, Law Publishkbs, 27, Flibt Stbbr, E.C. 
OHBAP TSDTnON. Demy 8va, cHoOl lOo. 

THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON QNEIST, PzofesiibrGfLaw intheUniTendtyofBerlin. 
Tra$idated (y PHILIP A. ASHWOBTH, ofihe Lmor TmnpU, Btq^ BamUAm^ai^Law. 

**Ho flbceigner has done more than Professor Gneist to examine and make dear the histor3r and nature of the English Oonstitntion. . . . 
He diaeossBi sneh Tital qnestions as, Whither are we drifting? How far do reoent ohanges in the franchise aooord with the whole spirit of 
the OGDStitiition ? What is in store for us with demooraoy supreme ? On such questions as these the opinion of a foreigner who is a scholar, 
bat BO bookwonn, and who has sedulously stuiled our InsiltutionB, is certainly much more weighty than that of most Englishmen. ... At 
this time these rolnmes are especially instructiye. They cast light on almost all the great questions of current politics." — Timn, 

%* Library Edition, 2 vols^, 8vo., 32s. 
London: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, Limitid, Law Pxjblishxbs, 27, Fleet Stbbbt, E.C. 

Efyyail 8vOm, doth, &8. 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

GiTiBg a General Summary of the Act and a copious and useful Index, both to the Sections of the Act and the different headings 
of the synopdSy with the Forms used and instructions as to the Duty. To which is also added the Finance Act, 1894, and a list of the 
Vonna used in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

(Of (he Legacy Duty Office, Somerset Eouse), 

ATJTHOB or TBS ** TABLE OT THE ENGLISH DEATH DUTIIS,*' ''A SHOBT INDEX," ETC., XTO. 

I *- Will b« fcmd iiaelU la mastering iba Intricadea of tho mumn,''-^TrtUh. | •* A Twy wrvioMble rompsnlop to tboM wbose dotj It Ib to master $ dUBcnIt Act of 

I ^ PwMiiU «... apedal 1iwtnictk»a as to the new daty."— Doay Tdegrapk. \ PartUment.**— law Journal. 

j losDOv: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, Limitbd, Law Pitblishibs, 27, |'p|j^Btriet, B^olc 
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Just FablUhed. Boyal Svo, dotb, SSa. 

NORMAN'S DEATH DUTY TABLES 



Coiiii»KiBin|{ in ttxt Ezpaitdledl Fovm 

Tables L, II., HI., appended to the BuoceBaion Duty Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict., a 51), for Talaing SaooenoH 
and Anntiities; also DiBOonnt, Interest, Bate per Oent., and other Tables, with nnmeiotis examples to illnsM 
their use and application. 

By A. W. NORMAN, B.A., B.Sc (Lond.), 

Of the Legacy and Saooeflrion Duty Office, Author oi **A Digeit of the Death Datiea." 
Londoh: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LiMrrzD, Law Publishkbs, 27, Plebt Stbext, B.0. 

JUST PXTBIiISHED. Demy 8vo., elotfa» lOs. 6d. 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 

(THE LAW RELATING TO). 

OOMFBIBDirO 

THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACTS. 1875 TO 1893, AS AMENDED BY THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT, 1895. 
Together toiih em Appendix, containing Model Btdes, and the Forms appended to the Treasury Begidatums, IfH 

By F. BADEN FULLER, B.A. (Oxon.), 

Of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
London : WILLIAM CLOWES ft SONS, LmrnD, Law Publishkbs, 27, Tlkbt Street, E.a 

Second Edition, thoroughly revised. Demy 8vo., 2 Vols., cloth, S8s. 
Cash Price, 30s. (Postage, Is.) 

BRETT'S COMMENTARIES 

ON THE 

PRESENT LAWS OF ENGLAND 

By THOMAS BRETT, 

Of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law; LL.B. London University; B.A., late Scholar and Student of Trinity CoOef 
Dublin; Exhibitioner in Real Property and Equity; Holder of the First Certificate of Honour, Michaelmas, 1869; 
Joint Author of Gierke and Brett's Conveyancing Acts; Author of Brett's Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and of 
Leading Cases in Modem Equity; and late Lecturer in Equity to the Incorporated Law Society. 

*^* The roain idea of this book is to bring into special nrominence the present and living law, and only to deal with past law, or! 
wliich is practically obsolete, bo far as it is necessary to enable tne reader to understand the present. 

OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 

** We are glad to observe Id the present edition the marks of careful 1 have before us a second edition. . . . l^Ir. Brett is 
revision. ... It is a comprehensive outline of existing English law, | fortunate in being called upon so soon to bring out a nev 
contained in a marvellously small compass, well arranged and so I because he has thus been afforded an opportunity of availia g _^ 
contrived, by the insertion of illustrative cases and extracts, as to be of the suggestions of liis friends and the criticism of his rerkmflj 
interesting, instead of repulsive, to the student. On some subjects a correcting the errors which were inevitable in a first editioii, la^j 
list of leading recent cases is added, the effect of them being shortly of inoorporating the numerous Acts which have, since the PA^H^ 
stated. The account of the Settled Land Acts, at pp. 145-156, may ' of his first edition, been place<i upon the statute-book by an exoeedii^ 



be commended as a very good piece of exposition. The index has 
been impioTed, and a word must be said as to the attractive type and 
convenient size of the volumes." — Sclcitori Journal. 

•* The success which we predicted for this book on its first appear- 
ance, only a year ago, seems to bo now fully assured, for we already 



active Legislature." — Law Journal. 

'* The compilation has been done with caie, and the new edilifl 
up to date, and is altered to include the legidlation of last xm^ 
Law Notes* 



London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Publishei|i^^7,(ileet Street, E.C 
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HIGH COURT. OF JUSTICE. 

PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 



SUFFLEMUNTAL LIST OF DEFENDED and UNDEFENDED 'GAUBBB to he heard cfttr Special Jiities ar6 dispond of, 

heginning with the Defended List, 

Also List of COMMON JURIES to he tried on and after Thursday, the 6th August, 1896. 



Abbbbvutions.— P. Probate— D. Dissolution of Marriage-— J.S. Judicial Separation— N, Nullity— I* Issue— 
B.C.B. Bestitution of Conjugal Bights— A. Act on Petition. 



i List of Causes in the order in which they are set down for Trial will he posted at the Registry, Somerset House, and Supplemental 

Lisfs wttt^ 'printed* from time to time. *^ ** *"** — . - 

Parties must he prepared to try their Causes ten days after the same have heen set down for Trial. 



Ko. 



32 



33 
34 

35 

86 
87 



P. 



P. 

D. 
D. 



NAME OF CAUSE. 



DEFENDED DIVOBCE CAUSES. 

{Andrews, dec. 
Andxews n. Andrews .... 

/Sharp, dec. 

j\ Sharp r. Dalglish 

I Yorke, dec. 

|\ Yorke r. Yorke 

(Meredith, dec. 

(Bdoiris r. Smith 

Santer r. Santer 

I St. Vincent 9. St. Vincent k Thompson . 



40 

41 
42 
43 
44 

45 

46 D. 

47 j.a 

48 R.C Jt, 



D. Bobbins v. Bobbins 

D. Hellewell v, Hellewell . 

D. Neame v. Neame ft Ellison 



D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 



Floister r. Fluister & Button 
Smith V. Smith & Martin 
Brodrick r. Brodriok 
Haworth r. Ha worth & Thorp 



p TThomson, dec. 

• \Ohart t?. Thomson 

Armitage r. Armitage, Torkington ft Hartley 
Atherton v. Atherton .... 
Muller r. Mnller 



49 
51 



53 
54 
56 

5G 
57 



D. 
D. 
D. 



D. 
P. 



White r. White . 

Parker r. Parker ft Courtnell 

Blythe v. Blythe ft Millen 

I Schmidt, dec. 

I Schmidt v. Schmidt 

rWalker, dec. 

\FoBter V. Ashworth • 

Ci^pleman v. Cappleman 
/Brooks, dec. 

Paige V. Brooks . . . 

Abmham, dec. 
\Abraham v. Willcocks . 

(Seddon, dec. 
DoWling V, Seddon »^ 



SOLICTTOBS. 



FkintUTs. 



Speechly, Mumford 
ft Go. 

Booke ft Sons > . 

Bonth, Stacey ft Castle 

Langhams 

Wills ft Watts . . 

Warren, Marten ft 

Miller. 
Lewis ft Lewis . . 
Sawyer ft Ellis . 
Benshaw, Kekewich 

ft Smith. 
C. W. Inman . . . 
W. A. E. Headley . 
Lmnley ft Lumley . 
Prilohard, Englefield 

ft Co. 

Bobins,. Hay ft Co. . 
A. S. Lawson . . • 
Smith, Fawdon ft Low 
C. G. Algar . . . 

Day, Bussell ft Co. . 
Ford ft Ford . % • 
Crowders ft Vizard . 



A. J. Harman 



L. Kirkman , . • 
Bell, Bzodriok ft Gray 



Field, Bosooe ft Co. 
C. G. Hobbs . • . 

Cunliffes ft Davenport. 



Defenduift. 



Co-Bespondent's. 



Wilfred Powell. 

Bowcliffes ft Co. 

Bundle ft Hebrew. 

A. M. M. Forbes. 
Hulbert ft Crowe. 
C.W. Inman. . . 

• 
Matthew ft Brown. 
Prince ft Co. 
Lewis ft Lewis. 

A. Slater . . » . 
A. M. M. Forbes. 
Bobbins, Billing ft Ca 
TremeUens .. . • 



A- B. Chnbb. 
Hamlin ft Co. 
Crossman ft Pritchard. 
Paterson, Sons ft 

Candler. 
S. Lithgow. 
EmannelftCo. '. . 
Churdh, Bendell, 

Todd ft Co. 

Lydall ft Sons. 

'Leech ft Wheeler. 
CoUyer-BristowftCo. 



Langham, Son ft 
Douglas. 



C. W. Inman. 



A. Slater. 



. Txem^leus. 



Emanuel ft Co. 
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Ho. 



44 


J.8. 


45 


D. 


46 


D. 


47 


D. 


48 


D. 


49 


D. 


50 


D. 


51 


D. 


52 


N. 


63 


D, 


54 


D. 


55 


D. 


56 


D. 


57 


D. 



9 
10 

11 

12 

13 
14 
15 

16 
17 
18 

18 

20 



NAME OF CAUSE. 



UNDEFENDED DIVOKCE CAUSES. 

Brown v. Brown . 

Harris v. Harris . • 

Moores v, MooTes . 

Kelt V. Kelt . 

Henton v, Hehton . 

Fruin v, Fruin 

Whittome v, WTiittome . 

Cuff V. Cuff ft Seyd bin Inden 

Willaher r. Willsher orse. Wellicome (in 

Howson V. HowBon & Pitt 

Smart v. Smart ft Elston 

Betson v. Betson . 

Smith V. Smith ft Bianohi 

Whitehead v. Whitehead 



earner^) 



D. 



2 


D. 


3 


D. 


4 


D. 


5 


P. 


6 


J.S. 


7 


D. 



ID. 
D. 

P. 

D. 

D. 
D. 
D. 



COMMON JURIES. 
Stokes V, Stokes ft Claybrook 



BawB V, BawB ft ExaU . 

Gooldv.Goold .... 

Darby v. Darby ft Morton 
|Hammerton, dec. 
\CoBter & anr. v. Coster . 

Donoombe v. Dancombe 

Rnshford r. Bnshford ft Smith-Haghes 

Hughes V. Hughes' ft Williams 



White V. White ft Baines 
D*Ardenne v, D*Ardenne 

• OraggSjdec. 

) Downey v. Mugford 
Harrison v. Harrison ft Atkinson 



Peregrine v. Peregrine ft Lillingston 
Shore v. Shore .... 
Davidson v. Davidson . 



D. I Moss V. Moss ft Jenkins 

D. I Reineoke r. Reinecke, Broodie ft Chapel 

D. I Lewis V, Lewis ft Hanbnry intervening 

D. [ Martin v. Martin 
p '/James, dec. 



\ James v, Havard 



EOUcrroBs. 



PlAintUTs. 



A. C. Derham. 
Andrew Wood ft Co. 
Hickson & Moir. 
In Person. 
P. G. Robinson. 
In Person. 
Heales ft Son. 
Turner, Son ft Foley. 
Prince ft Co. 
Judge ft Priestley. 
King, Wigg ft Co. 
L. A. T. Margetts. 
Keene ft Co. 
Cunliffes ft Davenport. 



Nicholson, Graham ft 

Co. 
Hutchinson ft Cuff . 
P. Ceilings ft Co. , 
Murr ft Rusby . . 



I 



Colman ft Knight . 
Willett ft Samlford . 
Gustavus, Thompson 

ft Son. 

Riddell, Yaisey ft 

Smith. 
C. 0. Pook. 

B, Jennings .. . . 

B. T. Storr . . . 

Bell, Brodrick ft 

Gray. 

Draoes ft Attlee . . 

T. Dy£on ft Smith . 

Dale, Newman ft 

Hood. 
Wetherfield ft Co. 

HioksftSon . . . 

Osbom ft Osborn. * 

Law ft Worssam . . 

Nelson ft Son. . . 



Defeoduit's. 



I Co-BeBpontefi. 



A. D. Smith ft El- 
dridgc. 



Norris ft Son. 
Crowders ft Vizard 

R. Jenkins. 
Fardeli ft Canning. 
R. White . . . 



Chester ft Co. 

White ft DeBuriatte. 
Hamlin, Grammer ft 

Hamlin. 
G. Pilling. 
White ft DeBuriatte. 
Clear ft Green. 



CoUyer-Bristow ft Co. 
Lewis ft Son . . . 

Crowders- ft Vizard. 

Daniel Jones. 



A. D. Smith k B- 

dridge. 
In Person. 

Crowders ft Viiud. 



R. White. 
Purkis Co. 



H. H. Ausiwick. 



Lewis ft Lewis for 
Intervener. 



COURT OF APPEAL A KD mOH COUBT OF JUSHOE— CHANCEBY DIVISION. 

TRINITY BITTING 8, IBM. 



ROTA OP BBGISTBABS IN ATTBNDANCB.IN THE ENSUING WEEK. 



tDAn. 



July n 
Toeidsj 28 

WMkMBdiij „ 29 
Tknsdaj 30 

FrtdV „ 31 

Ang. 1 



AmjLL 
Oouix Q. 



Mr. 



. Ms. JuBiuni 
Cum. 



Mr. Bolt 
„ Iten 

.. B«ll 



H Boll 



Mb. JosBO 

NOBTB. 



Mr. GbiIiisIm 
„ Ovringloa 



lATlt 



Mb. JjJSTiOB 
SnBUBV. 



Basr 

BmI 
Psgh 



Mb. JusnoB 



Mr. Wsid 
la PMBbcrtai 
;, W«td 



Wsid 
Pmboiion 



. Mb. Joanna 



Mr. Jsi 



Jitr* 




V Tlmlda%gy9oaMmwacfmmenuimTkxKni^ oiid temfiiafe OB'/Wdof. lite asri day ^ ai^D»<r,J8St. Mft 4«|v fadiiataiL 
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INCOBPOEATED LAW SOCIETY. 



FRELIMINABY EXAMINATION. 



THE FOLLOWING CANDIDATES (WHOSE NAMES ABE IN 
ALPHABETICAL OBDEB) WEBE SUCCESSFUL AT THE 
PRELIMINABT EXAMINATION HELD ON THE Ist axd 
2iD JULY, 1896 :— 



Hugh Mannt Baker 
Geofge Nonnan Barker 
Hubert Wallace Bamaid 
Enert Beeohing 
George Francis Bell 
Heary Frands Blackford 
OMge Peroy Brightwell 
fiigir Brookes 
Sidney EnNst Brown 
Fnnk Fell Bmipess 
HevyBorgesB 
JohaAlfiedCbpe 
Vruk Chapman 
Johaaegg 

Geoige Bertram Crowder 
fredoick Stanley CnlTer 
^luwiB Bowiell Conningham 
Jtties Ernest Townshend Duoker 
WOHam Dnlley 
Chsrles Bix Duncan 
Harry Donki 

Villiim Bowker Farringdon 
Alfred Edward Floyd 
Alfred Fordham 
Thonas Forrester 
. Stephen Joseph Gateley 
Htorioe Gannt 
Harold Gee 

Cbtdea Stoart Goodfelbw 
Jtnes Henry GradweU 
6f dney Walter Hack 
XdwinHerrin 

Biill^ Edward Hopkinson 
EnHitHoniield 
Ifilie Thornton Horton 
TmanEdgaiHoeking 
WiUiam Hughes 
Hauy Bimon Batley Jaokaman 



Frederick Culver Sewell James 
Vyvyan Clifford Haweis James 
Tudor Lawrence Jones 
Hennr Haden Kendridc 
Charles Frank Lampard 
Stanley Graham Lanninie 
Frank Lee 
Edward Pugh Lewis 
Arthur Hilton Lomax 
Charles May 
Bichard Noel Middlcton 
Albert Mitchell 
Herbert John Monckton 
Harold Edward Nortis 
Arnold Paice 
DdTid White Phillips 
Arthur Piper 
Donald Howard Prynne 
Victor Eustace Beyoolds 
William G^eorge Blcbardson 
WiUiam Bumney Bobins 
Leonard Bobeon 
George William Bodway 
Digby Beaoonsfield Bose 
John Evan Bowlands 
Carl Cecil Bertie St Amory 
Harwood Spencer Schultz 
Turner Snowden 
Dudley Yaus^ian Steavenson 
John Symes 
Howard Syrett 
Clarence Wilfred Tee 
Thomas William Thacker 
Alfred Thorpe 
Frederick Gavin Todd 
Herbert George Trevanion 
Raymond ElUott Trotter 
Ernest Edwin Unsworth 



Arthur Cadogan Vachell 
E Iward Cwakill Veneer 
Henry Harcourt Ver Jen 



Redmond Morris Vere-Stead 
Alexander Mortlock Waller 
Charies Godfrey Wilson 



Law SocmVs Hall, Chancebt t.ax f. 
17(ft/«Zy,1896. 



By Order of the Council, 

E. W. WiLLIAMSOH, 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



The Council have appointed L. G. Gordon Bobbins, Esq., a Member 
of the Geneml Board of Examiners, in the place of A. J. Spencer, 
Esq. 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNEBSHLPS DISSOLVED. 



Edwaid Bannister, Albert Henry Williams, Henry Stopford Bam, 
Edward Charles Fftche and George Raddyflfe Bnnnett (Bannister, 
Williams k Bam), Solicitors, 13, John Street, Bedford Bow, by mutual 
oons.nt so far as regards Edward Bannister, who retires from the firm 
The business will henceforth be carried on by A. H. Williams, H. 8. 
Bam, E. C. F&che and G. R. Bunnett. July 14. 

Paul Catterall and Frederick Peter Catterall (Catterall k Catterall), 
Solicitors, 6, Camden Place, Preston, and at Lytham, Lan<»stor, by 
mutual consent as from July 14. 

S. Garrett and Hy. B. J. Parker (Parker, Garrett & Parker), SoU- 
citors, St. Michaers Rectory, Comhill, as ttom June 19. 



APPOINTMENT. 

July 9. The Queen was this day pleased to confer the honour of 
Knighthood on George Arthur Parker, Esq., late Judge of the 
High Court, Bladras (Indian Civil Service, retired). 



JUST FUBIJSHBD. Demy Ova, doth, 10b. ed. 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 

(THE LAW RELATING TO). 



THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACTS. 1875 TO 1898, AS AMENDED BY THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACL 1895. 
'^H^fkn with an App$ndix^ containing MoM BuleSf and th$ Forms appmded to th$ Treasury BsfftdaliniSt 1899. 

By F. BADEN FULLER, B.A. (Ozon.), 

Of tlie Inner l^smple, Batmtor-at-Law. 
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Seventh JBOUUm, . Moyat 8vo., iOoth, 88». 

ROBSON'S BANKRUPTCY. 

Contaimng a full exposition of the Principles and Practice of the Law, inolading the Law under the Bankraptcj 
Acts, 1883 and 1890 ; the Bankruptcy (Discharge and Closure) Act, 1887 ; the Debtors Act, 1869 ; the Bills of Sale 
Acts, 1878 and 1882 ; Section 10 of tiie Judicature Act, 1875.; also the Law relating to Private ArrangemeDts with 
Creditors, and the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887. With an Appendix comprising the Statutes, Rules, Orders and 
Forms, including Forms of Statutory' Compositions and Schemes, dbc. 

BY 

GEORGE YOUNG ROBSON, Esq, 

Barriater-at-LftW. 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 



** In spite of riTals, itoUon't £ai» and Tra6Ue6 im Bankrupiaf-~9ak excellent treatise, we always thought— maintains its position in legtl 
literature. It has now entered its Be?enth edition. The sixth edition was published before the Ajot of 1887, and oouBequentlj that Act end 
the Act of 1890 have had to be dealt with. The chapter on Bills of Bale is now put at the end of the Tolume. Beyond this thos 
are no chiuigea. The jndioial decisions of reoent years are duly iioted, and Bobson on Bankruptoy lemains an eAoient and up-to^ts 
tezt-bodk.*'— Xotv TtnMf. 

** This standard work on bankruptoy has reached another editlo^, the author wisely considerinff that in consequence of the many imnortast 
esses recently dedded and the issue of the new rules, a new edi^n was desirable. Vfe compliment the learned author on the wisdom of 
keeping his work well up to date. Of this edition we may fairly say, as of others, no practitioner with banloiiptcy work should be without 
it; ana as long as the author pursues the wise course of issuing firash editions well up to date, we shall be able to aooord future editions tfas 
same praise."— Xaio Note$, ^_ 

London: WILLIAH OLOWES A SONS, LncrrBD, Law Publishsrs, 27, Flket Street, E.C. 

Kow Beady. Fourth Edition, Bevised, demy 8vo., oloth, 20f. 

MOORE'S PRACTICAL FORMS OF AGREEMENTS 

Belating to Sales and Purohases, Mortgages and Deposits, Enfranchisements and Exchanges, Building and 
Arbitrations, Letting and Benting, Hiring and Service, Debtors and Creditors, ana numerons other 
subjects : with a variety of tJsefuI Notes. By H. Moobb, Esq., Author of *' A Handbook of Practical 
Forms," " Abstracts of Title," &c. 

FOURTH EDITION. THOBOUOHLT BE7I8ED. 

By KSRBSRT PSRCIViLi:^ 

OF THE INNER TEMPLE, ESQ,, BARRIBTER'AT-LAW. 



London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Pablishers, 27, Fleet Street, B.C. 

Just PnblUhed. Boyal 8fo., etotb. Mo. 

NORMAN'S DEATH DUTY TABLES 



Tables L, II., III., appended to the Suocession Duty Act, 1853 (16 k VJ Yict., a 51), for valuing Suooessioni 
and Annuities; also Disoounti ^te^st, Bate per Oent,^ and other. Tables, with numerous examples to illustrate 
their use and application. 

By A, W. NORMAJi, B.A., JB.Sc- (Lond,), 

Of the Legacy and SnoMsslon Duty Oflloe, Authoff of «A Digest of the Death Dntiea" 
LoiTDOir: WILLIAM OLOWES ^ SONS, LmiRis Liw PtTBUSHiBS, 27, Fleet Stbset, E.a 
-^-^ Digitized by VjOOQIC 
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MAY'S PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE. 

Tenik EdiUan. Boyal 8vo., doth, 45#. Half-calf, 50t. 

A TREATISE on the LAW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARLIAMENT. 

BY Snt THOMAS EBSKINB MAT, KC.B., D.C.L., 

CUrk 0/ (h» Eoum <^ Cornmam, and SenOier of ths Middle TempU. 
TENTH EDITION. 
BOOKS L ABd n. Edited by Sir BxanrALD F. D. Paloraye, E,C.B., Clerk of the Hotue of Ck)mmon8. 
BOOK TTT. Edited by Axtrkd Bovhax-Cabteb, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, a Member of the Oout 
of Befeieea of Friyate BlUb (Hoiue of CconmonB). 



•"Tto WMt tarn or te tmttw to Star BcfliMld PiJgimTv'i «fwiit U to « moDmnflnt of hto kbonr and of hto 000, and wfll be ■■ ONfU to Undnto In te 
aad Ookptol UnlTWriUw ■• to amnbew of aU Piarlto mwito to the Brittoh Emplm.*'— Ilto A Jhatteum, 

LcwDOv: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, LiMrnn>, Law Pubushbis, 27« Flbr Sranr, E.a 



VOW KBADY, Fourth Bdltion« with Portraiti Crown SvOi, oloth. 78. 6d. 

THE HIST0B7 OF THE ENGLISH PAELIAMENT : 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years (800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Author of «« The matoy of the English OonstitiitioiL'' 

Trandaied 5y Ptofeoor A. H. KEANE» B.A., F.B.G& 

"Eaijlidi naden will oertainlj weloome a historj of the EngliBh Paiilament by the gnatort liTfag antfaoiityon the OoatUniit,'*— 

**It eom^eiei the Tail aiirfey of our Eaglidi fautitatioBi ... to whioh to great a portioa of Dr. Gaeiai'a laborioot life hai beea 

Londoh: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS. Lihited, Law Pubushebs, 27, Flkst Strut, KO. 

OHEAP XDinOlf. Bamy Sro., cloth. lOa. 

THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, PiofeaBorofLaw inlhoUmTenityofBerlin. 

TrmtbM fty PHILIP A ASHWOBTH, <^ tU Jmiar Trntpte, Ag., BarrUUMi^Lmm. 

"Ho faeigiier hai done moiB than ProfeMor Oneist to ezandne and make dear the hiitory and natue of the Eaglish Cooftitiitioa. . . . 
Be iBgi'Mni nieh Tiftal qaettiooB as, Whither are wb drifting ? How far do recent changei in the franohiae aooord with the whole apirit ef 
'fta waHtntion f What ia in atore for na with democracy anpreme ? On andh qncationa aa theae the opinion of a foreigmrr who is a aobolaiv 
lil BO bookwoim, and who haa aednlooaly atndled oor iaatitationB, la certainly mnoh more weighty than that of moat Enffliahmea. ... At 
then Tolnmea are eepeoially inatmctiTe. They oaat light on almoat all the great qneationa of onneat poUtka."—2Yiaaa. 

%* Library Edition^ 2 vols., 8vo., 32s. 
Lohdok: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LiMim, Law PuBUSHns, 27, Flbbt Stbebt, E.O. 



B&yai 8vo.f doth, J«» 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

GMag a General Summary of the Act and a eopiona and naefal Index, both to the Sectiona of the Act and the diflTeront headinipi 
|if the ayiMfMia, with the Forma naed and inatmotiona aa to the Duty. To whioh ia alao added the Finance Act, 1894, and a liat of the 
ilbnaa naed in the payment of the Death Dutiea. 

By E. HARRIS 

{Of ike Legacy Duly Office, Somenei House), 

AUTHOB or THB ** TABLE OF THB BBTOLiaa DBATH DOTm,** '^A flHOBT DTDBX," CTO., BTO. 

*'WnitetaBdaMftdtBaM«*«rliigttelmrtcidMorthoiiiritorp.''--lV«fJL I "ATwyMrrlcMb'eooBipttiiQBtothoMwboMdii^itis oaaitar adlflknlt Act«f 

" i l WM ia. • • . •pectollBtlnKlioiMMtoUMMwda^.''— /taaf r«fcymp». | PtfUuMDt.''— Law /<M«nMl. 

Lonxnr: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, LmrraD, Law FirBUBHSBa, 27, Fler STRnT,^E.C. 
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Now ready. Demy 8vo.. eloth, 1148 pages, S2s. 6d. ; Cash, asg. (poctage Sd.). 

THOMSON'S PRINCIPLES OF EQUITY, 

AND 

EQUITY PRACTICE OF THE COUNTY COURT: 

FOR THE USE OF PRACTITIONERS IN THE CHANCERY DIVISION OF THE HIGH COURT AND IN THE COUNTY COURT. 
With Pbxodkntb of Pabxioolabs or Claim, Dxnucu, Noncss or Hoxiok, AmsATixi^ Jraxumn, Quasi, Ac 

By ANDREW THOMSON, Esq., RA., LL.D., 

Bamster-at-Law ; formerly Lecturer and Reader on Equity to tlie Incorporated Law Society; aad afteiwaids 

Professor of Equity to the Inns of Court. 
"A monmnent of learniog «b weU n of industry/'— (Tlobe, May se, 1896. 

- The Author !■ master of his subject. He gl^es the difllcaU Principles of Equity most desrly and veil ; indeed, on Prindples oTBqnltj, ire beUere that the iratfl 
feoond to none."— Xav Ifota, Jwu, 1896. 

- London : WILLIAM OLOWES AND SONS, Limitbd, Law Publibhkrs, 27, FLEET STREET, RG. 



Just published. Crown 8vo., cloth, 8s. 6<L net 

THE POLITICAL LAIS OF THE SOUTH AFRICAM REPDBLIC 

WITH AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE CONSTITUTION OF THE ORANGE FREE STATE. 
Translated by W. A. MACFADYEN, B.A., IiIi.B., 

Late Scholar of Brasenoae Cdlege^ Oaford ; Adv*>cate of the Supreme Court ^ Cape Colony ^ and of ih/e High Courts 

South African Bepublie. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, LiMiTED,^l[iAw PuBLiSEma, 27, FLEET STREET, E.O. 
J. C. JUTA & CO., CAPE TOWN, PORT ELIZABETH, AND JOH ANNESBURG, 

Kow Beady. Third Editloo, thoroughly revised to date^ demy 8vx>., olotfa* ISe. 

THE LAW OF COPYRIGHT, 

INOLUDIKO 

The AHESIOAN OOFTBIOHT ACT, the BEENE CONVENTION, the consequent OBDER IN OOimCII 

AND CA8E8 TO DATE. ALSO REFERENCE TO, AND EXPLANATION OF, THE CUSTOMS ACT OF 1876 RELATING TO THE 
IMPORTATION OF PIRATED EDITIONS OF ENGLISH COPYRIGHT BOOKS BY THE BRITISH COLONIES. 

By THOMAS EDWARD 8CRUTTON, M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, 

Au(horof*'TheMerehafU Shipping Adt, 1894," « O^WerparttM and BiOe of Lading,'' Se^ and 
^ Lecturer in Common Law to the Inoorporaied Law Soeietif. 

** We think it is not only the eaaiest, but the most naefnl and praotiQal -mnk on eopyright/'^Xoif QiMf<«% J 



London: WILLIAM CLOWES A 80XS, Lmrrjn), Law Pububhsbs, 27, Fust Stbut, E.a 
KOW BSABY. Boyal ISmcKt nMh. ISe. 6d. 

THE LONDON BUILDING ACT, 1894. 

With Notes and Cross Befevenoes aad an Appendix eontaining snoh existing Statutes Onolnding the PabUe Healtti (Iioadoa) Ast, 101) « 
still affect bnilding eperatioiis within the AdministratlTe County of London ; also the Bye-Laws, Begnlatioas and Ofdeis of the 
London Ckynnty Gooiicil and of the ComnniaBioners of Sewers of the Oity of Lonika. 

By W. BUSSBLL GBIFFIXHS, IjL.Bm 

€f thinner Tenipie,£daor of ''The 8taMe$BeguM^L(^^ 

Ajn> 

FRANCIS W.PEMBEB; M.A., 

Of LinoMe Inm, Dt^fteman of the BUI a» criginaUy introdneed talo Hm Some tf Ornmene, 

««A Tcry eomplete and xmOtl handbook to the nl^ect of hnildinf in referenoe to t «'The edlton ha^e perfomad their tosk fa aa •'B>nU•v)^^•>'^CSJ 
Laadte.''-«ns Mldff*. S what wm inobablj he the atandaid vork te soma |«9 «a tks Londaa 2ww 

'•ne notes are sood, and fha whole work wiU be of great nae to lawyers whcaa l Aci."— Loss TUnei. 
calbthcmtonndflntandthabiilldta«lawteLondan.''--Lwe/ottrnal. | 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, LnnriD, Law Fablislien, 27, Fket Street, E.a 
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ST ATUTE S. 

SESSION 1896—59 & 60 VICT 




COURT OF APPEAL AND HIGH COUET OP JUSTICE— CHANCERY DIVISION. 



TRINITY SITTINGS, 1896. 



BOTA OP BEGISTBABS IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUINa WEEK. 



Aug. 3 

M 4 

n 6 

n » 

M 8 



ArrEAL 
CouxT n. 



Mr. SoR 

„ Faxmcr 



RoM 



Mm . Juw ici 
Ghrtt. 



Mr. PcnbartoB 
M Warfl 

FnBbwtai 
„ Wazd 



Wazd 



Mb. JuBTiui 



Mr. Potfli 



Mx. Jimnai 

fivxBUva. 



Mr. €Mfrif 

» LMMdl 



M m. jOTT iai 
Emkewvjb, 



Mr. Gloww 
„ JadnoB 



„ JadnoB 
„ Gkfwoi 
;, JadnoB 



Mm. JusnOB 



Mr. LtTto 
„ GantDgton 

„ OanrlngtoB 
» Latl* 



Dahl 



Moidaj, Aug. 3 

TomSBj ;, A 

Wadneedaj „ 6 

Tlmndaj „ 6 

Satuday ;; 8 



n»LoH0 7aoaiiomwac€mmme$onJfuir9iag,ik€iBlkde^qfAuguH,a^ 



UFE ASSURANCE COMPANIES (PAYMENT 
INTO COURT) ACT, 1896. 



BULES OP THE SUPBEME COUBT. 



t An afirarance oompanj deairin^ to make a payment into Court 

the Act ahall cause an affidayit, by its secretary, or other 

M officer, to be filed, intitnled *' In the matter of the Policy 

, effected with [here give the name qf the eampany] and in the 

of the Act," and setting forth :— 

(«-) A diort deecription of the policy and a statement of the persons 
entitled thereimder, according to the terms of the policy, with 
the names and addresses of snch persons, so far as the same 
«e known to the company. 

(^•) A short statement of the notices reoeiyed by the company 
cluming an interest in or title to the money assured, the oates 
vhen such notices were received, the dates of withdrawal of 
nch notices, if any, as have been withdrawn, and the names, 
ukI, except as to notices withdrawn, the addresses, so far as 
the same are known to the company, of the persons by whom 
noh noiioee have been given. 

\f-j A statement that, in the opinion of the board of directors of 
the oompcmy, no sufficient discharge can be obtained otherwise 
^Jtt by payment into Court under the Act. 

{^') The submission by the company to pay into Court such further 
^im, if any, whether for interest or otherwise, as the Court or a 
Judge may direct, and to pay any costs which the Court or a 
Judge may consider under the circumstances of the case ought 
to be paid by the company. 

\f') An undertaking by the company forthwith to transmit to the 
Paymaster any notice of claim received by the company after 
the makmg of the affidavit, with a letter referring to the title 

.«Jthe affidavit. 

y.) The place where the company may bp served with any 
petition, summons, ordor, or notice of any proceeding relating 
to the money. 

• *The company shall not deduct any costs or expenses of or 
■*«w»l to the payment into Court. 



8. No payment shall be made into Court under the Act where any 
action to which the company is a party is pending in relation to the 
policy or the moneys thereby assured except by leave of the Judge to 
be obtained by summons in the action. 

4. The company shall forthwith give notice of such payment, by 
prepaid letter through the post, to the several persons appearing by 
the i^davit to be entitled to or interested in the money assured and 
paid into Court, or to have given notice of claim to the company, 
except where the notice has been withdrawn, and except so far as the 
name or address of any such person is unknown to the company. 

5. Any person claiming to be entitled to or interested in the money 
paid into Court may apply in tiie Chancery Division, by petition or, 
where the amount does not exceed 10002., by summons in respect 
thereof. 

6. No petition or summons relating to the money shall be answered 
or issued unless the applicant has named therein a place where he 
may be served with any petition or sununons, or notice of any pro- 
ceeding or order relating to the money. 

7. Unless the Court or a Judge shall otherwise direct, the applicant 
shall not, except when he asks for payment of a further sum or costs 
by the company, serve such petition or summons on the company, but 
shall serve the same on or give notice thereof to every person appear- 
ing by the affidavit on which payment into Court was made to be 
entitled to, or interested in, or to have a claim upon the money, or 
who has given any further notice which has been transmitted to the 
Paymaster as aforesaid. 

8. These rules shall come into operation on the 1st day of August, 
1896. 

9. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court 
(Life Assurance Companies), 1896. 

Signed and certified to be urgent, 

The29thof July, 1896. 

(Signed) Halsbury, C. 

Russell of Kn., C/. 
ESHER, M.R, 
F. H. Jeune, p. 
A. L. Smith, L.J, 
Joseph W. Chittt, /. 
Herbebt H. Cozens-Habdt. 
Joseph Amjison. I 
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INCORPOEATED LAW SOCIETY. 



[Aug. 1, 1896. 



HONOUBS EXAMINATION, 



JUNE, 1896. 



%* Thename9 of (he SdlieUan to toham (he Oandidaiea $erved under 
Artid€$ of Clerlcfhip are printed in italiee. 



At the Examination for Honours of Candidates for Admission on 
the Boll of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the Examination Com- 
mittee recommended the following as being entitled to Honorary 

Distinction : — 

FIRST CLASS. 
[In order of Merit.] 

1. Geobqe Armitage Cabpentbb. 

Mr. AUtert Edward Oraham and Mr, Henry Marshall^ both of 
Durham, 

2. Henbt Habks. 

Mr. Edward Le Voi, of London. 

3. Beoikald Hubebt Lanoley, B.A. 

r Meeere, CoUyer-Brietow, Bueteil^ Ht% A Co., of London. 

4. John Hbnhen Eoqelow. 

Mr. George TiUing, of London, 

SECOND CLASS. 
[In Alphabetical Older.] 
EDJcmn) GaoBOB Bentlet. 

The late Mr. George Wheeler BenOey, of Worcester; and Mr. 
William Henry StaUard, of London. 

BiCHABD AbtHUB BOBBOWS. 

Meeen. Toyhbee^ Larken, d: Toyvhee, of Lincoln ; and Meurs, 
SlUemany Neate, A Toyvbee, of London. 

Sam Lomas Coupe. 

Mr. Jamee Biehard Hartley, of Boehdale. 
Oeoboe Thomas Detoitshibe. 

Mr, Alexander Silk Ckowther DoyU, of London. 
Cbables Copelet Habdino. 

Meeen. Harding A Son, of birmingham; and Meun. Le 
Brateeur d: Oakley, of London. 

Fbbdebick Jacksok. 

Mr. Jeese Hind, of NoUingham, 
Lawbbnoe Jones. 

Meter $. Gtorge, Son, di Daviee, of Cardigan; and Meters, 
Batesons, Warr ^ Wimshurst, of Liverpool. 
Chables Albebt Mobton Liohtlt. 

Messrs. HanseUs A Hales, q^ Norwich and Cromer; and 
Messrs. Field, Boscoe, i Co., of London, 

Edwabd Abthub Mammatt. 

Mr, David Hale, of the firm of Messrs. Smiih, Mammatt, A Coi, 
of Ashby'de4a'Zouch ; and Messrs. Kingsford, Dorman, A 
Co., of London, 

WiLUAM Edwabd Monies, B.A., LL.B. 

Messrs. Sharpe, Parker, Prilchards, A Barham, of London. 
Geobge £eade, B.A., LL.B. 

Mr. Henry Lister Beade, of CongUUm; and Messrs. G. F. 
Hudson, Matthews, d: Co., of London. 

Ebnest Edwin Buston. 
. Mr. Alan C.arke Margetts, of the firm of Messrs. B. C. Mar- 
getts A Son, Chatteri$, Cambridgethire. 



QaoBQE Mabtin Sohsiidt. 

Mr. Charles BusseU, of the firm of Messrs. Day, BusseU, A 
Brougham, of London. 

Bebtbax SaTEBSTON, B.A., LL.B. 

Mr. Joseph Bennett darke, of Birmin^iaM ; and Messrs. K. 
Tyrrell A Son, of London. 

Cecil Pluvbe Smith. 

Messrs. Walker, Smith, A Way, of Chester. 
' Edocombb Stevens. 

Mr. Thomas Henry PhilUps, of the firm of Messrs. Omrdon A 
Phillips, of Ptymouth. 

Henbt Geobqe Wateiison. 

Mr. Frederick Arnold Baiter, of the firm of Messrs. Boher A 
Naime, of London. 

Habold Watson. 

Mr. Henty Watson, of Middlesborough ; and Messrs. Hdder, 
Boberts, Son, A Walton, of London. 

Edwabd Bboinald Willett. 

Mr. WiUiam Harvey DruiU, of the firm of Mestrs. J.AW.K 
Druitt, of Bournemouth; and Meisrs. Lovell, Son, A 
Pitfield, of London. 

Alfbxd Withebs. 

Mr. Charles Everett, of London. 



THIBD CLAS& 

[In Alphabetical Order.] 

Eubtaob Henbt Meltillb Talbot Baihes, LL.B. 

Messrs. Bromet A Sons, of Tadeaster; and Messrs. Torr A Co^ 
of London. 

Eustace Hetwood Babchabd. 

Messrs. Janson, Cobb, Pearson, A Co., of London. 
Abthub Hamilton Babdswbll. 

Messrs. Burton, Yeates, A Hart, of London. 

John Bobson Bell. 

Mr. John Thomas Proud, of Bishop AuMand. 

Habold Close Blaokmobe, BJl., LL.B. 

Mr, Henry Turton Norton, of (he firm of Messrs. Norion, Bum, 
Norton, A Co., of London. 

Alan Penboce Coode, LL.B. 

Mr. WiUiam Coode, of St. Austdl. 
Albebt Wabd Dbubt. 

Mr. Everatt Hind, of the firm <^ Messrs. Hind A Son, of Qodle. 

Andbew Chables Lancelot Durham. 

Mr. Charles EUis Bird, of London; and Mr. John Durkm, 
of the firm of Messrs. Durham A Carter, of London and 
Ringston-on-Thames. 

Hugh Winkwobth Fbasbb, B.A. 

Mr. John Eraser, of the firm of Messrs. Eraser A Son, rf 
London. 

Edwabd Basil Gbaham Gilbebt. 

Mr. John Wilson Gilbert, of NorwiiA; and Messrs. Oldmsn, 
Clabburn, A Co., of London. 

James Edwabd Gabnons Lawbbnoe. 

Mr. Charge Francis Colborne, of the firm of Messrs. Ward, 
CoWome, A Coulman, of Newpmi, Mon.; and Messn. 
Preston, Stow, A Preston, of London. 

Henbt Ebnest Majob. 

Messrs. Beed A Cook, of Bridgwater. 
Abthub Maule Oliyeb. 

Mr. John MUton Leigh Griddle, of NeweasHe-on-Tyne. 
Geobge Gbantille Pabkeb. 

Mr. John WHliam Longbottomjjcf^BaJifax. i 
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Baxuel Pabxxr. 

Mr, Thama$ Doddy (^ the firm of mart. T. H, <£ T. Dodd, of 
Pre$Um. 

Fkbct Johh Pbkecv, B^ 

Mmr$. Waierkouiey WirUerbolhamt Earriion, A Earner, of 
London. 

y^uuAM Lkwib Shxfhxbd, B.A. 

JfeMft. Burthy WhiUhead, A David9ons, of London. 
Ghables SKpniirs Shobtt. 

Mr. Walter Charle$ James Shortt, of the firm of Missn. &iorU, 
Fenwide, A Grey, of Netceaitle-on-Tgne. *"-* 

EOVABD COLBKAJT SlMMOBS. 

iff. Henry Lewie AmM, of London. 
AusEBsoTS John Bubhax Smith, M.A. 

Mr. Mme$t Edmn Meek^ of the firm of Me$»r$. Lueoi, ntUehin- 
eon, d: Meekj of DarUngUm. 

Gbablbs Ebhe9T Smith-Mabbiott, B^. 

Meetre. Hinde & Son^ of Ooudhunt, Kent ; and Meeers. Lee, 
Oekerby, dt Everington, of London. 

KmnRH Edwabd Towleb Wilkinbov, B.A^ LL.B. 

Mr. WiOiam WOkimon, of Torh; and Meetre. Iliffe, Henley, A 
Sweet, of London. 

Aubbt Gbobob Ebnest WiLSOir. 
Mr. WilUam Clifton, of Nottingham. 

Tbfb Oofonoil of the Inoofpcnraied Law Society* have aooordinglj 
fpm Gbfli Certificatefl and awaided the following Prizes of Booki :— 

To Mr. Gsrp«nier— Prize of the Honourable Society of dement's 
Inn— Yalne about lOl. ; and the Daniel Beardon Prize— 
Value about 20 guineas. 

To Mr. iforXEf— Prize of the Honourable Society of Cliffoid's Inn 
— Yaloe 10 guineas.* 

To Mr. lonpldy— Prize of the Honaurable Society of Kew Inn 
—Value 10 guineaa.* 

To Mr. /. Edgehw—Tme of the Incorporated Law Society — 
Value 5 gpuineaa. 

To Mr. a Smiih'Marriott^The John Mackrell Prize— Value 
•bout 121. 

The OoQBcil have giren GlasB Certificates to the Candidates in 
Oe Seoond and Third dasses. 

One Hundred and Eighteen Candidates gave notice for the 
Exandnation. 

By Order of the Council. 

E. W. WUJJAIISON, 

Secretary. 

* Tbe aommt aTAiUMe for thli Prize at this EzamiiuitlcD to as above stated. 

■^v Socim's Blall, Chancebt Lake, London, 
2ith JiOy, 1896. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



MICHAELMAS PASS EXAMINATION, 1896. 



EXAMINATION OP CANDIDATES FOR PASS 
CEBTIFICATEa 

'^tttentkm of Students is requested to the following Bules :— 

Ko Student shall receive from the Council the Certificate of Fitness 
■J*n to the Bar required hy the four Inns of Court unless he shall 
■^ pMKd a satisfactory Examination as follows :— 



Candidates will he examined in the following suhjects, in addition 
to Boman Law — 

L Law of Real and Personal Property. 

n. Law of Contracts and Torts. 
IIL Principles of Equity. 
IV. Eyidence, Procedure, and Criminal Law. 

y. Constitutional Law and Lc^l History. 

Students have the option of passing the Examination in the suhject 
of Roman Law, and in the suhject of Constitutional Law and Legal 
History, or in either of such subjects separately from other subjects. 

Students who present themselves for examination and whose papers 
show that they had no reasonable expectation of passing may be 
ordered not to be admitted for examination again until the expiration 
of such time as the Council may direct. 

A Student who, at any time previously to his admission at an Inn of 
Court, was a Solicitor in practice for not less than five consecutive 
years, either in England or in any Colony or Dependency, but who in 
either case was admitted in England, and in acocnrdance with Bule 7 
of the Consolidated Regulations has ceased to be a Solicitor before his 
admission as a Student, may be examined for Call to the Bar without 
keeping any Terms, and may be called to the Bar upon passing the 
pubUo Examination required by these Bules, without keeping any 
Terms; 

Provided that such Solicitor has given at least twelve months' notice 
in writing; to each of the Four Inns of Court, and to the Incornorated 
Law Society, of his intention to seek Call to the Bar, and proauces a 
Certificate that he is a fit and proper person to be called to the Bar, 
signed, if his practice was in England, oy two Members of the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society, and, if his practice was in a Colony 
or Dependency, by the Chief Justice of such Colony or Dependency. 

The Council may accept as an equivalent for the Examination in 
Roman Law — 

i. A Degree granted by any University within the British 
Dominions, for which the qualifying Exandnation included 
Roman Law; 

iL A Certificate that any Student has passed any such Examina- 
tion, though he may not have taken the DBgree for which 
such Examination qualifies him ; and 

UL The Testamur of the PuUio Exanunen for the Degree of Civil 
Law at Oxford that the Student has passed the necesBary 
Examination for the Degree of Bachelor of CivU Law ; 

Provided the Council is satisfied that the Student, before he ob- 
tained his Degree, or obtained such Certificate or Testamur, passed 
a suflELcient Examination in Roman Law. 

An Examinatioii will be held in Ooteiber next, to which a Student 
of any of the Inns of Court who is desirous of becoming a Candidate 
for a Certificate of Fitness for beinff called to the Bar, or of passing 
the Examination in Roman Law (and or) Constitutional Law and 
Legal History, will be admissible. 

Each Student proposing to submit himself for Examination will be 
required to enter his name infvU, personally or by letter, at the 
Treasurer's or Steward's Office of the Inn of Court to which he belongs, 
on or bef(»e Monday, the Uk day of October next ; and he will further 
be required to state in writing whether his object in offering himself 
for Examination is to obtain a Certificate preliminary to a Call to the 
Bar, or whether he is merely desirous of passing the Examination in 
Boman Law (and or) Constitutional Law and Legal History under 
the above-stated Rule. 

The Examination will oommenoe on Tuesday, the 19th day of 
October next, and will be continued on the Wedneiday and Thunday 
following. 

It will take place in Gray's Inn Hall; and the doGrs will 
be closed Ten Minutes after the time appointed for the commence- 
ment of Uie Examination. 

The Examination by Printed Questions will be conducted in the 
following Chrder ; — 

Tuesday Morning, 13th October, at Ten, on the Law of Real and 

Personal Property and Ccmveyancing. 
Tuesday Afternoon, lS(h October, t^t Two, on Law and Equity, first 

paper. 
Wednesday Morning, lHh Oct^^ter, at Ten, an^Xiaw and Equity, 



second paper. 
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Wednesday Afternoon^ l-ith Octobery at Two, on Evidence, Pro- 

cednze, and Criminal Law. 
Thursday Morning^ 15ih October, at Ten, on Boman Law. 
Thursday Afiemoony \bih October, at Two, on Constitutional Law 

and Legal History. 

The Oral Examination will be condacted in the same Order, and at 
the same Houtb, as above appointed for the Examination by Printed 
Questions. 

The ExAMiNEBs in the Law of Beal and Personal Pbofsrtt and 
CoirvETANCiNO will examine in the following subjects : — 

Elements of the Law of Real and Personal Property. 
Purchases and Leases. 
Mortgages. 
Settlements and Wills. 



The ExAMiNEBs in Law and Eqxtitt will examine in the following 
subjects :— 

FiBST Papkb. 

Elements of the Law of Contracts and Torts. 
Negotiable Instruments. 
Agency in Mercantile Contracts. 
Contracts of Sale of Goods. 

Sboond Pafeb. 
Trusts. 

Principles of Equity. 
Administration of Assets on Death. 
Partnership and Winding up of Companies. 



The ExAHiNEBS in Bomax Law will examine in the following 
Bubjects:^ 

L Law of Persons— Slavery; Tatria Potestas; Husband and 

Wife; Tutda; Cura, 
IL Law of Property — Dominium; Potsessio; Servitudes, personal 
andpriedial; Emphyteusis; Mortgage. 



in. Law of Contract— Formal Contracts; Contracts re; Contncts 
for valuable consideration in money; Correality; AcoesBory 
Contracts; Fidejussio; Mandatum ; Peeunia CotuUtvla; 
Elements conmion to all Contracts. 

IV. Delicts. 
V. Wills, Legacies, and Trusts. 



The ExAHDiERs in CoNsnTundKAL Law and Legal Histobt will 
examine in the following subjects : — 

I. Constitutional Law. 

(1) The Crown and the Executive. 

(2) The Law and Custom of Parliament 
II. Legal History. 

III. The Constitutional History of England. 



The ExAMiNKBS in Evidsnoe, Procedure, CivnTand Ceiminali and 
Criminal Law will examine in the following subjects: — 

The Elements of Procedure, Civil and CriminaL 
The Elements of Evidence. 
Criminal Law. 



The ahove subjects triU he examined upon so far otdy as treaUd in 
the Lectures and Classes since Trinity Term, 189i. 

The Awards upon the Michaelmas Pass Ta-riimin^ti^ inU be 
Dublished at the Office of the Council, Liuooln's Inn Hall, (A 
Monday, 2nd November, at 5.30 p m. 

Note.— The Hilary Pass Examination will be held in the Hiddlo 
Temple Hall, 15th, IGth, and 17th December. 

Last day for entry of names, Monday, 7th Deoember. 

Macnaohtek, 

Chairman of Council of Legal EdueaUoiL 

A. G. Marten, 

Chairman of Board of Studies, 
Council Chamber, Linooln's Inn Wat.t^ 
2ist July, 1896. 
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Civini 9ftOkit oV'^, Ti. 6d. 

THE LAW 07 ARBITRATIOH. Being the Arbitratiai Aot» 

188S. Wtth Notes at StatatM^ Rules of Ooart» Fonns sod Csbsb» sud an Index. 
Bj W. Onnux Guwi^ Solidtor, fto., with Baaaan, H. T. 1SS6. 
^^^^^ Kow resdr. Demy Svo., doth, lit. 6d. 
SEBEVTUBES.— The Debentures and Debenture Stock of Trading 
sod oUmt ComiMuilsi. WttihFonoM. QyEswAXDMAntMi, oflhellldkUATeBim 
Bsrrlster.«t-LAw, sod Isle Scbolsr ot Brssenoss CollQi^ Ozftrd, Antbor at "Ths 
Law at TrsdlBg Oompsnisfl^" kc 

Ssoond Edition, Beylsed and Snlsrged. Demy Sto., doth, M. 

FSATJI) AHD HISBEPRESENTATIOV.— A Short Treatise 

en the Lsw reUtlog to Fnuid and Mi s re p reeentatlon. By Snom HAStnros, B.A., 
of tha Innsr Temple^ BanlBler-at>Law, Anthor of '*1 Traatiae «n tha Law of 



Torti^" ke,, he 
<«ThJtlsai 



Just pnbllabed. Eoyal Srow, sewa, St. M. 

EE0LI8H STATUTE LAW BEVISED. Being an Anshiii 

of tha Effect of the Legislation of ISM npon Esriler fltsttes wSiiag taft^wJ- 



iTSiyweftaUtttatreatlBa. It Is waU sod dearly wrftHi^ and te < 
an hnmght wdl np to date."— law Ttmes. 

EVl 



Now ready. Demy Sro., TOO pages* doth, SBt. 

rGLISH JPATHTT. PEACTICET- With the Aott, BnleiH | 
Fonns and . 



By Paul amicKLAsm, at LInodn's Inn, Bairlsler-at-Law, Anthsr at ' 
kgkal Table of Poblic Oanflral Acts in Force." 
"This pnbUcstion wiU be of mnch ssBtBtanca to tbe haid-woriwl paomkHr. V 
Solicitorr JoumaL 
*' Most oseftil, if only as a golds fiirnoting np."-VtMMM «tf Os PMoc 
- A oseftal analyda of the aflboi of tha legidatian of 1806 on eazlkr stitat»'- 
LawJaumai, 

8maU4to.,sawn,8t. 

CHEOHOLOOICAL TABLE OF PUBLIC OgJEBALACM 

nr FOBGB. 90 Hen. III. (1235) to 67 H M Vlot. XSM. l^^Ain Sbbooai^ 

of Unodn'a Inn, Barrisier-ai-Law. 

Will ba fiNind ossfU to the practltlonsr te many pnpQseB.''—£Mi Q mrt a ^ ' 

iato. 

'Teiyoondss. . . . of nssforsfeodyandreflBranoa.''— IcHsrCsMf. 
•ttwUlbefiwndnwatnsBftUlqrthsi - • ■" 



. Praesdcnfti, and NoCea of all tha Baoorded Csses. 

?yH.CD]mroHiLiai,M.A.,Bsnlster.sft-Law,lataBoyalbiiguwen. i Boyal «?«., dotN lit. 

COMPAEIES' m^ SnS'^T^'o^'tAW IE HEW ' SiaVTCBOOT OP Tp TO 

^^S&^w^ sdffiS; , SjoAd^SS^S'tiS j^^ B-At-^u^. m 

^S^TbAw!^ snd othan. Bj Ai^mmd i» Lissa, Bairistar.at.Uw, | {Xriii^ « WtadgS^Tt^L^ 

THE llAW OP HTTSBiSll^Airo* WIPE -By CHAWas 1 Wowwady. Second Editkii,niyalSf«. MOO 

Gbawlbt, M.A., of Lfaicoln'a Inn, Barristei^Law ; lata Fdlow of Downing | THE PBIHCIPLES OP RATIHO M epplied to B^W>p 
- ' '- — , Dodcs^Tnmway^Gaa and Watar Works, Old and other lOnai^BiMml^ 



Odkcsb Csmbridga ; and Antbor of •• The Law of Lila 
■TUais a canAil and well-written treatisa on a sol^ac 

awork waa 



iraa greatly 1 
>«Thla book iBtba most 
vtfbwHh which wears 



sol^act with regsrd to which 
wsnted."— «SW«e<lars' Journal, 

y and Talnabla 



I on the kw of hndMnd and . 



Works, MannftctbrlB^ and other 
Ossss, and all tha importsnt ^ 
BoTL^ of tha Inaar T 
Vdlow of tha SarTcycrs* 



Witha 



ortsnt StsliitM deaUnc with Locd 
TmplSb Barrister at Law, and 0. 
'iMfitote^te. 

V ^ QUalog^ of Modem Lmm Books, Jud issued, smU free om appUeoHoiL 
Lonx»: WILLIAM 0L0WB8 * SONS, Umivwd, Jjmm PuBLnems, ST^j^^fffS fnan, l^^oj^ 
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STATUTES. 



SESSION 1896—59 & 60 VICT. 



Chapter. 

n 

15 
16 
17 
18 



TITLE. 



Sfiott Titles Act 1806 . 
\ Diseases of An'md't Act, ISdG 
Agricul urdl Rates Act, 1806 . 
Glasgou) ParJianienlary DicUions Act, 1593 
Fisheries (NQvfolk and SufM) Act, 1896 



Date of Royal Assent. 

July 20 . 
July 20 
July 20 . 
July 20 . 
July 20 . 



When Act to come into Ojvration. 

Not spocifled. 

January 1, 1897. 
I Notfipecified. 

Not specified. 
I Not specified. 



COURT OF APPEAL AND HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE— CHANCERY DIVISION. 



TBINITY aiTTlKGB, 1896. 



BOTA OP BBGISTRABS IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUINa WEEK. 



Din. 



I 



AvnAL 
Oouxr IL 



IfB. JDSTIUI 

Chrtt. 



Ma. JuRiCB 
NoaxH. 



Aug. 10 

*«*y » 11 

v«dHidi7 - la 



Mr. Pembeiton 
„ Wirt 
(I PcnbtttoB 



Mr. Jadnon 



Mr. Leach 
,1 Godfrey 
.. L«ch 



Ma. JuRica 
Snauao. 



Mr. Farmer 
„ Fanner 



Ma. JuCTiai 
KaaawiOH. 



Ma. JuBi'icia 



Dahl 



Mr. Garrington 
., La^i* 
yi GarrftDgton 



Mr. Beal 

n Baal 



Monday, 
I Tneadaj 
Wedneaday 



Aug. 10 
M 11 
.. 12 



V 7^ I^ong YaooLUm wiB eoaiMenea on Jhvarsday, ike. \Zth day of August, omd Urmi$uU on Fadan, Ae asri day qf OcMm't UM, toM days tfidMAw. 



RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT. 



The following draft Bule of the Supreme Court is publlahed 
i innmant to the Rules Publication Act, 1893 :~ 

OKDER XVI.— Bule 1. 

Bnlwtitute the following for the first sentence of the existing Rule 
«ding with the word ** alternative " :— 

, AU persons may be joined in one action as plaintifis, in whom any 
nght to relief in respect of or arising out of the same transaction or 
Mnes of transactions is alleged to exist, whether jointly severally or 
mthe alternatiye, whore if such persons brought separate actions any 
^ODUDon question of law or fact would arise ; provided that, if upon 
ue application of any defendant it shall appear that such joinder 
*»y embarrass or delay the trial of the action, the Court or a Judge 
iBay order separate trials, or make such other order as may be 
expedient. And judgment may bo given for such one, &c. 



THE BANKRUPTCY ACTS, 1883 and 1890. 

Whereas by an Order made by the Board of Trade on the 31st day 

, ^ March, 1890, George Wreford was appoiotcd to be an Official 

' a!?^^®'' ^^ ^^® Bankruptcy District of the High Court, and by such 

f Older it was (inter alia) directed that as regards all Bankruptcy 

\ l^w^eediDgs in which the initial of tho first surname of the debtor or 

debtors was any of the letters A to De, the said Qeorge Wreford 

uuQld be constituted Official Receiver of tho estate of the debtors in 

«icb proceedings. 



And whereas tho said George Wreford has resigned his said office 
of Official Receiver. Now therefore the Board of Trade do hereby 
appoint Edwin Leadam Hough to bo Official Receiver of Dobtors* 
Estates for the said Bankruptcy District of the High Court, in 
suooession to the said Goorge Wreford, as from the 81st day of July, 
1896, being tho date on which the said George Wreford vacates his 
said office. And it is hereby further ordered : 

(a) As regards the bankruptcy proceedings instituted under tho 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, which at the said last-mentioned date 
are pending in the High Court, and in which the said George 
Wreford was or is constituted Official or Interim Receiver, that 
the said Edwin Leadam Hough shall be the Official Receiver 
of the estates of the debtors in such procecdlDg^, and discharge 
the duties of Official Receiver in relation to such estates in 
immediate suooession to the said George Wreford, in addition 
to the similar duties already devolving on the said Edwin 
Leadam Hough in respect of bankruptcy proceedings in which 
the initial of the first surname of the debtor or debtors is any 
of the letters Ke to RL 

(b) As regar Is all bankruptcy proceedings which from and after 

the vacation of his office by the said Goorge Wroford shall be 
instituted in or be transferred to the High Court under tho 
Bankruptcy Acts, 1883 and 1890, that tho said Edwin Leadam 
Houffh shall, in rospect of the said bankruptcy proceediugs in 
which the initial of the first surname of the debtor or debtors 
is any of the said letters A to De and Ko to Ri, be the Official 
Receiver who shall be constituted Official Receiver of tho 
estates of the debtors in such proceedings. 

Dated this 30th day of July, 1896. 

Chas. T. Ritouie, 

President. 
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HIGH COURT 
CHANCERY 



OF JUSTICE. 
DIVISION. 



TRANSFER OF ACTIOS. 



ORDER OF COURT. 

Monday, the 27th day of July, 1896. 

I^ Habdingb Stanley, Babon Halsbuby^ Lord High Chan- 
cellor of Great Britain, Do hereby Order that the Action 
mentioned in the Schedule hereto shall be transferred to the 
Honourable Mr. Justice Yaughan Williams. 

SCHEDULE. 

Mr. Justice Nobth (1895— V.— No. 365). 

The Hon. Mabel Eveline Verekcr v. The Addison Club, Limited. 

HALSBUBY, O. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 



LONG VACATION, 1896. 



NOTICE. 

During the Vacation untU further notice :~A11 applications whicJi 
may require to be immediately or promptly heard are to be made to tiie 
Judges who for the time being shall act as Vacation Judges. 

COURT BUSINESS.— Mr. Justice Chitty, one of the Vacation 
Judges, will, until further notice, sit in Chancery Court L, Royal 
Courts of Justice, at 11 a.m. on Wednesday in every week, commencing 
on Wednesday, 19th of August, for tho purpose of hearing such 
Applications of the above nature as, according to the practice in the 
Chancery Division, are usually heard in Court. 

No cate wiU he placed in the Judge* s Paper unless Idive has been 
previously cbtained, or a Certificate of Counsel that tJie case requires 
to be immediately or promptly Jteard, and stating concisely the 
reasons, is left vsith the Papers, 

The necessary Papers relating to every application made to the 
Vacation Judges (see notice below as to Judges^ Papers) are to be left 
with the Cause Clerk in attendunco, Chancery Registrars' Chambers, 
Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice, before 1 o'clock on the Monday 
previous to the day on which the application is intended to be made. 
When the Cause Clerk is not in attendance they may be left at Room 
186, under cover, addressed to him, and marked outside Chancery 
Vacation Papers, or they may bo sent by post, but in either case so as 
to bo received by the time aforesaid. 

URGENT MATTERS WHEN JUDGE NOT PRESENT IN 
COURT OR CHAMBEKS.— Application may be made in any Case 
of urgency, to the Judge by post or rail, prepaid, accompanied by the 
brief of Counsel, office copies of tho affidavits in support of tho 
application, and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, 
signed by Counsel, of the order ho may consider tho Applicant 
entitled to, and also an envelope, sufficiently stamped, cajmble of 



receiving tlie papers, addressed as follows : — ** Chancery Officiii| 
Letter : To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Reg^trars* Chambei% 
Royal Courts of Justice, London, Tf.C." 

On Applications for Injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy €1 
the writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also bo sent 

The papers sent to the Judge will bo returned to the Registrar. 

The address of the Judge for the time being acting as 7a«i/u)S 
Judge can be obtained on application at Chancery Registrars 
Chambers, Room 136. 

CHANCERY CHAMBER BUSINESS.— The Chambers of ilr. 
Justice NoBTU will be open on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thnnday, 
and Friday in every week, from 10 to 2 o'clock. Mr. Justice Chitty 
will, until further notice, hear urgent Summonses which may be 
adjourned to him in his Private Room, No. 610, in the Royal Coarto 
of Justice (Carey Street Entrance), on Wednesday in every week, 
commencing on Wednesday, 19th of August, at 10.30 a.m. 

QUEEN' BENCH CHAMBER BUSINESS. — Mr. JusCioe 
Chiitv will, until further notice, sit for the disposal of Queen's 
Bench Business in Judges' Chambers on Tuesday and Thursday b 
every week, at 10.30 a.m., commencing on Tuesday, 18th of Augnit 
Cases in tho Queen's Bench Summons List will be called od, and 
disposed of peremptorily in the order in whicli they stand in the 
Day's List, but not earlier than the time at which the Section in 
which they are respectively placed is marked to oome on. 

DIVORCE.— Decrees nisi will b3 made absolute in Court oo 
Wednesday, the 19th August, and Wednesday, tho 16th SeptemUr. 

JUDGE'S PAPERS FOR USE IN COURT.— Chanckbt Divisiojf, 
— The following Papers for the Vacation Judge are required to be 
left with tho Cause Clerk in attendance at the Chancery Kcgistnri' 
Chambers, Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice, on or before i o'clock 
on the Monday previous to the day on which the Application to the 
Judge is intended to be made : — 

1. Counsel's Certificato of Urgency, or Note of Specud Leave 

granted by tho Judge. 

2. Two Copies of AVrit and two Copies of Pleadings (if anyX 

and any other documents shewing the nature of tbo Appli* 
cation. 

3. Two Copies of Notice of Motion. 

4. Office Copy Affidavits in supix)rt, and olso AffiJavits ii 

answer (if any). 

N,B. — Solicitors are requested, when the Application has been dis- 
posed of, to apply at once to the Judge's Clerk in Court for tho retain 
of their papers. 

NOTICE TO SOLICITORS. 

(Changebt Rsgistbabs' Office.) 

The Chancery Registrars' Office will be open daily. On Mondoj^, 
the 17th August, and on the same day in every succeeding week 
during the Vacation, the Registrar in attendancj will see Solicit n 
requiring alterations necessary in Orders to b3 acted on by thePaf' 
master ; but the Order, and any necessary Papers, anl a notification 
of the amendment as required by the 27th of the Supreme Court 
Funds Rules, 1886, ought to be left at his Seat not later thsn 
12 o'clock on the previous Saturday. 

Chancery Reqistbarji' Cuambkrs, 
Royal Coubtb of JudiicK, 
\st August, 1896. 



Now ready. Third Edition, revised to daU. Demy 8m, eioih, price 16«. 

LEADING CASES IN MODERN EQUITY. 

By THOMAS BRETT, 

Cf ihe MiddU Templa, Bafrister-al'Law, LL.B.; Ltmdon Univgrtttv, B.A.; late Scholar and Student of THuity OoOege, DMm; &Mi- 
Uaner in Meal Property and EquUy; Holder of the First CerHflcate of Honour, Michaelmas, 1869; Author of Bntes OmmeMtariss 
on ihe Present Laws of England; Joint Author of Gierke and Bretffs Conwyanoing AoU; Author qf Brete$ Bankruptey Ad, 18S3; 
amd Lecturer 4n Equity to the Incorporated Law Society. 

THOU) SDinOV, thoroughly revised. By J. D. B0GJSB8, B.0.L.|Of tht Inner Temple, and J. 1C.DIZ0V, of the Inner Temple, Barriit«»-ftt^v. 
LOHDOH : WILLIAM CLOWES ft SONS, Limitbh Law Frmuaasaa, 27, FLEET BTBSB C, £.a 
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Orown Svowf dofli* t#. 6d. 

IBS lAW 07 ABBITRATIOH. Beinic the ArUtratiaii Act, 

IM. Wtft Notes of 8tBtetea» Rokt of Gbnr^ Fonna and Cmm, tad an IndAz! 

^f W.teTSAK Gbswi^ SollGllor. ko^ wtth Hcnoiir% H. T. 186t. 
•«__^-. ^ow^*^- D«niy8m,cl4h,Ut.6d. 
BEHEVTUSES.— The Debentoretand Debentme Stock of TradiBe 

addOvGimpuiiei. WifhFonna. Ihr SxhtaxdMavsov, of the Middle Ttamf 

BUTMer-al.Law. and late Scholar of Braeeooee OoUeg^ Qzflvd, Antlur of "TH 

Uvflf Tndfaig Omnpankit'* kc 

^ ^SeoendBdltlflo,Eevfaedaiid Enlarged. Dmny 8m, doth, M. 

mm) AHD MISBEPBESENTATION.-A Short Treatise 

■ tt»Law wlattng to Frand and Mtorapraeentatka. 9t Snmr HAStnraa B.A.. 

sTAb LDMr Temple, BarTletarHift.Law. Anthor of ««A Traatiae oa the Law of 

"TUiliaTBiyneeAil little traatfae. It to well and oloarly witMaD. and ttke cmm 
M bnaiht weU np to date."— I«« Kme*. 

Hc meady . Demy 8to., YOOpagca, doth, SBt. 

PATENT PBACTICE. — With the Aofai, Biaee, 

and Jreoedentik and Notea of aU the Beoorded Caaek moelnted with 
H. CinmioBAia, M.A., Barrtrter^at-Law, late Bojal Aiglneen. 
...^ How readjr. Crown 8vo., doOi, lot. id. 

^W^IS^' WOEK AED MIEIEG LAW EV HEW 

»DTH WALXB AND VICTORIA. A Txeattee for the Onldanoe of 8olknoi% 
InveBton, and othen. Bj Aurxu> on Libba, Barrtoler-at-Law, 

Bojral 8T0.. oktii, ISt. 



wvvan IT J 

£b«dtn^ I 




Demy Sra, doCh, 20ff. 

jaUSBAEB AHD 



in LAW 07 HUSBAHB AHD WIPE.-By Ghabus 

GUVLIT, M.A., of Linooln'B Inn, Barrtoter-at-Law ; late Fellow of Downing 
^OoDne. Cunhrldge; and Aotbor of « The Law of Life Insoranoe." 

in > a oarefbl and well-wrlttni treatise on a snliiject with regard to which such 
"vrk wm matij wanted."— ^^icttort* Journal. 

TUibow is the most comprehensive and Taloable one on the law of hnaband and 



tvvrfc «M matly wanted."— ^<Uu:ttort' JoumaL 
JTUi baSk is the most compiebenslv 
Iff «||h which we an aoqnainted."— . 



Jnst pabllabed. Royal 8to., sewn, St. 6d. 
EH0LI8H STATUTE LAW REVISED. Behig an Analyaiv 

of the EflTect of the Legislation of 1696 npoo Earlier Statntes idaUng to England. 
IBj Pattl SniCKLAsn^ of Linooln's Inn, Barrister-at-lAw. Author of *<ChraDo- 
logloal Table of PnhUc Genend Acts In Foroe." 
'*Thi8 pnbllcation will be of moda assistanoe to the hard-worked pnctltloner.*'— 
Sdlicitarr Journal. 
** Most naeftal, if only as a guide for noting np."— J^utifee of Me Pmm. 
** A nseftal analysis of the effect of tae leglaUtion of 1896 on earlier statutes.'^:-' 
LawJoumaX. 

Small 4to.. sewn. Si. 

CfiEOHOLOGICAL TABLE OF PUBLIC OEHEBAL ACTS 

IN FORCE. 20 Hen. IIL (1236) to 67 Jl 68 YIei. ISM. ^y Paul taiULljl? 
of Linooln's Inn, Barrlster-«t-Law. 
•'WUl be found oseftil to the practitioQsr for many pnrposea."— Xow Qiiarfori^ 



** Yeiy ooodm .... of nee for stndy and reference."— Low Timu, 
*« It will be foond most oaeftil I7 the prorfleBlon.''-^SWiei(on' /OMmal. 

How ready. Second Edition, royal 8to. 1.100 psgea, eloth, Mf . 

THE PBIHCIPLES 07 BATIHG m applied to BaflwajBy 

Dodu, Tramways, Gaa and Water Works, Coal and other Mines, Electric Lighting 
Works, Mannfoctorlee, and other Heredltunenti. With a complete Digest oft 



Gsees, and all the Important Statntes deaUng with Local Bating. 
BoTLi, of the Inner Temple, BarrlstsrHit-La^ ' " " 

Fellow of the Snryeyors' InsUtute^ Iw. 



9yBDWAB» 
and G. HuMFHsnv-DAYom^ 



Demy 8vo., doUi, 20t. 

THE LAW 07 HUISAHGES. With Statutory Appendix. ^ 
E. W. Ga&rktt, M. a., of the Inner Temple and Midland Ciraolt, fiarrlster-at-Law. 

'* Every matter that, in the eyee of the law, is regarded as a nvisance is considered. 
. . . WhUe the work appeals more particnlarly to members of the legal profess ion» 
• The Law of Nniaances,' there can be no question, will be found yery usehil by th» 
general public, especially by offldals of County Goundls, Vestries snd Oorpocations."— ^ 
C\'<v Pren. 

The Hon. Mr. Justice Kekewteh, In giving Judgment in a recent caa^ saldr 
** Mr. Garrett's book .... which 1 have consulted in counectioa with more than on» 
point in this cas^ snd ghully take this opportunity of msntlonlng as a work of un- 
cunimon merit." 



%* A CbioIogiM of Modem Lam Booisi, Jtui iMuad, §9td frt$ on apjpUoathiL 
London: WILLIAM CL0WB8 k SONS, Limitnd, Law Publishnbs, 27. Flot Stbot, E.O. 



Just published. Foarih Edition, Bevised, demy 8yo.» doth, 20<. 



lOORE'S PRACTICAL FORMS OF AGREEMENTS 

Belating to Sales and Purchases, Mortgages and Deposits, Enfranchisements and Exchanges, Building and 
Arbitrations, Letting and Benting, Hiring and Service, Debtors and Creditors, and numerous other 
snbjects : with a variety of Useful Notes. By H. Moore, Esq., Author of " A Handbook of Practical 
Forms," «' Abstracts of Title," &o. 

FOURTH EDITION. THOBOUOHLT BEVISED. 

KSRBSRT PSRCIViLI^ 

OF THE INNER TEMPLE, ESQ., BARRfSTER-AT-LAW. 



By 



London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SOXS, Limited, Law Publishers, 27, Fleet Street, E.G. 

Hayal 8vo., clothf Ss, 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

GiTiBg a General Summary of the Act aad a oopious and useful Index, both to the SeotiouB of the Act and the different headings 
V fl)6 lynopeia, with the Forms need and instructions as ts the Duty. Tu which is also added the Finance Act, 1894, and a list of th» 
rotins itted in the payment of the Death Daties, 

By E. HARRIS 

(Of ike Legacy Duty Office, Somerset Eouae), 



AUTBOB OP TBS ''TABLB OF TAB BKGU8J DXATB DUTIX8," ^A 8B0BT INDEX," BTO., BTO. 

2![!L^ innd hmM In maserlng tbe intrii ades of the me sur ."—TnUk, I '« A very servloeab^e oomoanioo to thoee wooee duty it Is to 

, special Inst uctloue as to the new laty."— Oaay TeUffraph. \ P rUAni«nt.*'— l^t* Jinumal, 



-ftwente. 



adlfllcnlt Act of 



London: WILLIAM OL >WlfiS (t dONP, Limited, Law Publisuebis 27, Fleet Strer, E.C. 
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Now ready. Demy 8vo., eloth, 1140 pages, 82s. Cd. ; Cash, 26s. (postage Sd.). 

THOMSON'S PRINCIPLES OF EQUITY, 

AND 

EQUITY PRACTICE OF THE COUNTY COURT: 

FOR THE USE OF PRACTITIONERS IN THE CHANCERY DIVISION OF THE HIGH COURT AND IN THE COUNTY COURT. 
With PiiacKDcim or FABnccLAiia or Cladc, D otkobi , Noncn or Motion, ArnsATcn^ Jcdomssts, Ouwbs, ka. 

By ANDREW THOMSON, Esq., B.A., LL.D., 

Barrister-at-Law; formerly Lecturer and Reader on Equity to the Incorporated Law Society; and afterwards 

Professor of Equity to the Inns of Court. 
*• A monnment of learning «b we*l «b of industry."— Globe, May 26, 1896. 

•* Tlie Anttior la mMter of bis sultject. He i^-es the difficult Principles of Equity most clearly and well t indeed, on PrincfpleB of Equity, we believe that the woifc 
second to none."— Law Aotec, June, 1896. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Limited, Law Publishbrs, 27, FLEET STREET, RC. 



Now ready. Crown 8vo., doth, 8s. 6<L net 

THE POLITICAL LAWS OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 

WITH AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE CONSTITUTION OF THE ORANGE FREE STATE. 
Translated by W. A. MACFADYEN, B-A., TuL.B., 

Late Scholar of Brasenose College^ Oa/ord ; Advocate of tJie Supreme Court, Cape Colony^ and <f the High Court, 

South African RepvJtiic 



London : WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, LniiTED, Law Publishbbs, 27, FLEET STREET, E.C. 
J. 0. JUTA & CO., CAPE TOWN, PORT ELIZABETH, AND JOH ANNESBURG. 

Vow Beady. Third Edition, thoroughly revised to date^ demy Svo., 6loth« 16e. 

THE LAW OF COPYRIGHT, 

INOLUDIHQ 

The AMEEIOAN OOPTBIGHT ACT, the BEENE CONVENTION, the consequent OEDEE IN COUNCIL, 

AND CASES TO DATE. ALSO REFERENCE TO, AND EXPLANATION OF, THE CUSTOMS ACT OF 1876 RELATING TO THE 
IMPORTATION OF PIRATED EDITIONS OF ENGLISH COPYRIGHT BOOKS BY THE BRITISH COLONIES. 

By THOMAS EDWARD 80RUTTON, M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, 

AuOtor of** The MerdMnt Shipoing Aet, 1 894," << CharterpaHiee and BiOe of Lading,** Se^ and 
Lecturer in Oommon Laiw to ihe Incorporated Law Soeietg. 
** We think it is not only the easiest, but the most useful and praotioal work on oopyright** — Law Quarierig Beeiem. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, LiMrrxD, Law Publi8HNB8, 27, Flut Stbist, E.O. 
irOW BEADY. Boyal ISmo.. oloth, ISs. 6d. 

THE LONDON BUILDING ACT, 1894. 

With Notes and Gross Beferenoes and an Appendix oontaining such existing Statutes (inoludinff the Pnblio Health (London) Aet, 1891) M 
still aflbct building operations within the AdministratiTe County of London ; aUo the Bye-Laws, Begulations and Ordeis of the 
London County Council and of the Commissioners of Sewers of the City of London. 

By W. BUSSBLIj GBIFFITHS, IlLJB.^ 

O/thelnner Tmnple, Editor <^ ** TKe Statutet Segulatwtg London BuOding,'' 

AVD 

FBANCIS W.PBMBEB, M.A., 

Of Linootn*$ Inn, Brafteman of the BM 4U origincUiy introduced into the Bonee of QmmmM, 

'*The edUon haTe perflBmed their tetk In an admlfmhto wey, md toie gftl** 
«i wlU tirobably be tiw etaaduti mrk te tomt jMn on tki Lonte BoUdUl 



"•A vny complete and naaftil handbook to tbe enlject of balldlog In l eS M W i ce to 



ny oompiate an 

'— Ae MIder. 

*Tbtb Mtee an good, and the whoto work wlU be of greet «■• to lawyen 
iSnaH oallethem to vulentaiid the buHdtog law te Loim1oq.''«-£«w Jmi/nytL, 



whai WlU iirobably be the etaadaM work te somt yiari < 






London : WILLIAM CLOWES ft SONS, LiMim), Law Pnbliahers. 27, iS^et Streat. KC. 
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STATUTES. 





SESSION 


1896—59 & 60 VICT. 




Chapter. 


TITLE. 


1 Dftte of Roy«] 


Asseat. 


When Act to oomo into Operation. 


19 


PuUie Health Act, 1896 .... 


On expiration of three months from tho 
passing. 






1 


20 


PMie Health (PorU) Act, 1896 . 


August 7 




N<.t speoifled. 


21 


Liverpool CouH of Passage AH, 1896 


. August 7 




Not speoifled. 


22 


Chairmen of Didrict Councils Act, 1896 . 


• 1 August 7- ' 

1 




Not speoifled. 


23 


PMie Offices iWesiminster) SUe Act, 1896 


. 1 Attgttst7 . 




Not speoifled. 


24 


Edinburgh General Register House Act, 1896 


. August 7 




Not speoifled. 


25 


Fnendly Societies Act, ISm . 


. 1 August 7 




January 1, 1897. 


26 


Collecting Societies and Industrial Assuranc 
panics Act^ 1896. 


e Com- August 7 

1 

1 




January 1, 1897. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

LONG VACATION, 1896. 



NOTICE. 



Luring the Vacation untU further notice ."—All applioations which 
■^ require to be immediately or promptly heard are to be made to the 
Juges who for the time being shall act as Vacation Judges. 

OOUBT BUSINESS.— Mr. Justice Ghittt, one of the Yaoation 
Judges, will, until fbrther notice, sit in Chancery Court L, Roval 
Oonrts of Justice, at 11 a.m. on Wednesday in every week, commencing 
n Wednesday, 19th of August, for tho purpose of hearing such 
Applications of the above nature as, according to the practice in the 
Chancery Division, are usually heard in Court. 

No ease wiU he placed in the Judges Paper unless leave has heen 
previondy cbtainea,or a Certifieate of Counsel that the case requires 
to be immediately or promptly heard, and stating eoncisdy the 
reasons, is left with the Papers. 

The necessary Papers relating to every application made to the 
Vacation Judges (see notice below as to Judges' Papers) are to be left 
lith the Cause Clerk in attendance, Chancery Registrars' Chambers, 
Boom 136, Boyal Courts of Justice, before 1 o'clock on the Monday 
(nvioQs to the day on which the application is intended to be made. 
When the Cause Clerk is not in attendance they may be left at Boom 
196, under cover, addressed to him, and marked outside Chancery 
yaeation Papers, or they may be sent by post, but in either case so as 
to be reoeived by the time aforesaid. 

UBGENT MATTERS WHEN JUDGE NOT PRESENT IN 
OOUBT OR CHAMBERS.— Application may be made in anu Case 
jf it'gflncy, to the Judge by post or rail, preaaid, accompanied by the 
mf of Counsel, office copies of the fldfidavits in support of the 
■{ipliQation, and also by a minute, on a esparato sheet of paper, 
■^led by Counsel, of the order he may consider the Applicant 
entitled to, and also an envelope, sufficiently stamped, capable of 
reoexving the papers, addressed as follows : — " Chancery Official 
letter : To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registran' Chambers, 
Boyal Courts of Justice, London, TT.C." 

On Applioationfl for h^wndicnsy in addition to the above, a oopy of 
the writ, and a oertifloate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

The papen sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar. 
The addrem of the Judge for the Hme being acting as Vaaatitm 
Judge earn be odtotned en appUeoHon ait Giancery Begittran^ 
Oktmben^Bpom ISOi 



CHANCERY CHAMBER BUSINESS.— The Chambers of Mr. 
Justice NoBTH will be open on Tuesdav, Wednesday, Thursday, 
and Friday in every week, from 10 to 2 o'clock. Mr. Justice Chitty 
will, until further notice, hear urgent Summonses which may be 
adjourned to him in his Private Boom, No. 640, in the Boyal Courts 
of Justice (Carey Street Entrance), on Wednesday in every week, 
commencing on Wednesday, 19th of August, at 10.80 a.m. 

QUEEN' BENCH CHAMBEB BUSINESS. — Mr. Justice 
Ceittt will, untU further notice, sit for the disposal of Queen's 
Bench Business in Judges' Chambers on Tuesday and Thursday in 
every week, at 10.80 a.m., commencing on Tuesday, 18th of August. 
Cases in the Queen's Bciich Summons List will be called on, and 
disposed of peremptorily in the order in which they stand in the 
Da^'s List, but not earlier than the time at which the Section in 
which they are respectively placed is marked to come on. 

DIVOBCE.— Decrees nisi will be made absolute in Court on 
Wednesday, the 19th August, and Wednesday, the 16th September. 

JUDGE'S PAPEBS FOB USE IN COURT.— Chahcbbt Division. 
— The following Papers for the Vacation Judge are required to be 
left with the Cause Clerk in attendance at the Chanoery Registrars' 
Chambers, Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice, on or before 1 o'clock 
on the Monday previous to the day on which the Application to the 
Judge is intended to be made : — 

1. Coonsel's Certiflcate of Urgency, or Note of Speoial Leave 

granted by the Judge. 

2. Two Copies of Writ and two Copies of Pleadings (if anyX 

and any other documents shewing the nature of the Appli- 
cation. 

8. Two Copies of Notice of Motion. 

4. Office Copy Affidavits in support, and also Affidavits in 
answer (if any). 

N,B. — Solicitors are requested, when the Application has been dis- 
posed of, to apply at onoe to the Judge's Clerk in Court for tho return 
of their papers. 



NOTICE TO SOLICITORS. 

(Ohanoibt RaoisxBABs' Omai.) 

The Chancery Begistrazs' Office will be open daUy. On Monday 
the 17th August, and on the same day in every foooeeding week 
during the Yaoatkni, the Begistiar in attendance will eee Solioiton 
lequinog aUemtiom neoeifary in Order$ to be aeted em by the Pay' 
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mtuier ; bat the Order, and any necesBary Papers, and a notification 
of the amendment aa required by the 27th of the Supreme Conrt 
FnndB Boles, 1886, ought to be left at his Seat not later than 
12 o'clook on the preyions Saturday. 

Chanosbt Rsgibtbabs' Ghambbbs, 

BOTAL Ck)UBTB OF JuflmCB, 

lit Augutt, 1896. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



The Coonoil haye appointed Arthur Underbill, Esq., LL.D., Reader 
of the Law of Beal and Personal Property in the place of Sir Howard 
Elphinstone, Bart 



I PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 



Charles Steyenton Barton and Harold Thomas Kearsey (Barton A 
Keaney)^ Bolioitors, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, by mutual consent as 
fipom Aug. !• 



Hermann Bndolf Schmeltau and Sydney Butherford Ancmm (Hays, 
Schmettau ft Ancrum), Solicitors, 31, Abchurch Lane, hj mutual con- 
sent on retirement of Sydney Butherford Ancrum as from June SO. 
The eaid Hermann Budolf Schmettau will continue the busineas 
under the style of Hays, Schmettau ft Ancrum. 

Edward Scott, Harry Scott, and Thomas King Warhun>t (Scott ft 
Warhurst), Solicitors, Heme Bay and Whitbtab^e, Kent. Oct. 4, 
1895. 



APPOINTMENTS. 



Aug. 10. The Queen has been pleased, by Warrant under Her 
Majesty's Boyid Sign Manual, oearing date the 6th instant, to 
appoint William Bobert McConnell, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to be 
CJnairman of Quarter Sessions for the County of London, in the 
room of Sir Peter Henry Edlin, Q.C., resigned. 

Aug. 10. The Queen has been pleased, by Warrant under Her 
Majesty's Boyal Sign Manual, bearing date the 6th instant, to 
appoint Bichard Loveland Loyeland, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to be 
Deputy Chairman of Quarter Sessions for the county of London. 



Bayai 8vo»f ciothf ds* 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giying a General Summary of the Act and a copious and useful Index, both to the SeotionB of the Act and the different headings 
of the synopsia, with the Forms used and instructions as to the Duty. To which is also added the Finance Act, 1894, and a list of the 
Fonns used in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

(Of the Legacy Duty Office, Somerset Houm), 

▲UTHOB or TBS «TABLI GW TBS IKaLISH DBATH DVnBB," ^A SHOBT INDSX," BTO., RO. 

A Twy Mrrloetble oomMokm to tboee whoM dutj It is to mtfter adUBcnlt Act of 
HUment.''— Zaw Joumtu. 



'« WIU te tend iu«flU in mtstering tfat IntrioidM of tho mMiore.''^1Vua. 
'■-^ - . . spedftl InfltmclloDS m to tlM mw da^."— Ai^y Tdegrapk, 



PutUmeDt.'' 



Lqkdoh: WILLIAM OLOWES A SONS, Limitid, Law Publi8Hsb8, 27, Flut Strut, KC. 



Just PabUfthod. Boyal 8fo., dloth. Mo. 



NORMAN'S DEATH DUTY TABLES 



Ck>n&pi4«ixttf Ix& 



Fonu 



Tables L, EL* IH., appended to the Snooession Duty Act, 1853 (16 A 17 Yiot., o. 51), for Yalniog 

and Annuities; also Disoonnt, Interest, Bate per Oent., and other Tables, with numerous examples to iUnstratd 

iheir use and application. 

By A. W. NORMAN, B.A., B.Sc- (Lond.), 

or the Ugaoy and BneeeMkni Duly Qflloe, Aathoff of "A Digeil of the Death Dittiea" 



LoHDov: WILUAH CLOWES & SONS, Lmnm, Law Poblibbbii^ 27, Flbrt Scbiit, HOL 
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SESSION 1896—59 & 60 VICT. 



CSiaptor. 



27 

28 

29 
SO 
31 

82 

33 
34 
85 
86 

87 

88 
89 
iO 
41 

42 
43 
44 
45 



TITLE. 



Loftdon Cab Act, 1896 
JVfiaiiMJci,1896. 



BUhcpHe ofBHitd AmendmeiU Act, 1896 
CkmcaiaidonAoi,lBd6 • . . . 



SouHng of the Working Clauei Act, 1890, Amendmetd 
CSooUand) Act, 1896. 

Orkney and ZtOamd Small Piers and Haihrnn Act^ 
x896. 

.BoyoZ Nawd JBeeerve Voluateer Act, 1896 

Bailwayi ^Ireland) Aei, 1896 

Judicial Truiteee Ad, IS96 

LoeomoHvee on Hi^waye Aet, 1896 • • 

AgrienUund Batee, Congetied DtttHete, and Burgh 
Lamd TaxBeldeMScottand}Aet, 1896. 

Uganda BaOuofAet^lS&Q 

EapiringLaumOonUnuaineeAct^lSQQ 

TelegrafhiManeg)Aot,iad6 

Local TaacaUan (Ifwlafid) Bttats DtUy Act, 1896 

PMie Worki Loam Act, 1896 .... 
Coal Mine§BegulaU<m Act, 1S9Q . • . . 

Truek4at,1996 

Stamnariee Court iAMOion) Act, lB9e . 



Date of Royal Assent. 

Avgiut 7 

A]igiiBt7^ 

August 7 

AQg1]Bt7 

Aagn8t7 

August 14 

August 14 
August 14 
August 14 
AnipwBtU 

August 14 

August 14 
August 14 
August 14 
August 14 

August 14 
August 14 
AugU8tl4 
August 14 



When Act to come into Operation. 



Not q>eoified. 

Part IV. of Act, July 1, 1896. As to 
other Parts not specified. 

Notspeoifled. 

Not specified. 

Not speoifled. 

Not specified. 

Not specified. 

Not specified. 

May 1,'1897. 

On. expiration of lluree mmtiui ham 
passing. 

In force for fire years after March 31, 
1897. 

Not specified. 

Not specified. 

Not, specified. 

In force for five years from March 81, 
1897. 

Not specified. 

Not specified. 

Jamiary 1, 1897. 

January 1, 1897. 



HIOH OOUET OF vnJSKICE. 
GHANOEBT DIVISION. 



TBANSFBS OF AOTION. 



OBJXE&.OF OODBT. 



Wednesday, the ^ISUh day of Aug^ubfym. 

I. Habdihgs Stanlst, Babok Halsbubt, Loid High Ohan- 
cdlor of Great Britain, Do hereby Order that the< Airtion 
BUQtioned in the Sohednle hereto shall be transferred to the 
HoDouable Mr. Jofltioe Yatohah Wiluaxb. 

BCHEDULE, 

Mr. JTistioe Ohittt (1896-0.— No. 1262). 

Hn re The Oannuna Marble Company, Limited. 

\Edwazd Axoher v. The Canara Marble Company^ Limited. 

BAL89UBT* 0. 



^ PBPJFESgtQJJAI^ PARTNERSHIP DISSOLVED, 

James Took Withen and John James Withers (yTitfierB A WfithersX 
SoUoitorSsilialtn^ers House, Arnndef Street, £||trand| by mutual eon- 
sent as from Aug. 14. 



-ffl»H OOUET OF JUSTICE. 

LONG VACATION, 1896. 



NOTigB. 



Bming ihe VamUon umta further notice .^All applieations which 
jmau require tQ heiffmcdMely or |mia^y.AMrd.^a]3B ^ be made to the 
Judges who for the timft being shall aet as Vacation Judges. 

-eeUBT BUSINESS.— Mr. Justice Gbittt, one of the Yaoatlon 
J^^ifS^ irill».Biitil,ftqrther^|iq^oe„;rit ip Q)if^oery Court L, Boyal 
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OonrtB of Jiutioe, at 11 aju. ob Wedneodftyia every week, oomiiMiielng I 
on Wedneeday, 19th of Angiut, for the pnrpoM of hearing radh ' 
ApplioatUms of the above nature as, aooor<ung to the praotioe in the 
Ohancery DiviBion, are usuallj heard in Court 

No eoM wiU he plaoed in the Judgtfi Paper tmleM leaive ha$ hem 
pretfioudy obUdnea^or a Cerlifleaie of Counad thai the oaee reauiree 
to he immediately or prompUy keardt and etating eoneiedy the ' 
reatone, it left with the Papen, 

The neoeBsary FapoFB relating to every application made to the 
Vacation Judges (see notice below as to Judges' Papers) are to be left 
with the Gause Clerk in attendance, Chancery Registrars' Chambers, 
Boom 136, Boyal Coorts of Justice, before 1 o'clock on the Monday 
previous to the day on which the application is intended to be made. 
When the Cause Clerk is not in attendance they may be left at Bocm 
186, under cover, addressed to him, and marked outside Ohaneery 
VaoaUon Papen^ or they mav be sent by post, but in either case so as 
to be received by the time aforesaid. 

UBOENT MATTERS WHEN JUDGES NOT IPRESENT IN 
OOUBT OB CHAMBERS.— Application may be made in amu Gate 
of urgemoyj to the Judge by post or rail, prepaid, accompanied bv the 
brief of Counsel, ofiQoe copies of the aiSldavits in snppcnrt of the 
application, and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, 
•igned by Counsel, of the order he may consider the Applicant , 
entitled to, and also an envelope, suifioientiy stamped, capable of , 
receiving the papers, addressed as follows :-- ^ Chancery Oiflaial 
Letter : To the Begistrar in Vacation, CI 
Boyal Courts of Justice; London, TFIC." 

On Applications for h^wMtiome^ in addition to the above, a oopy of 
the writ» and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 
The papers sent to the Judge wiU be returned to the Begiatrv. 

The addreee of the Jndge for the time heing acting a$ VaoaUon 
Aidge cam ho otiainod on appUoation at C^noery Begidrort^ 
Ohambero, Boom 186. 

CHANCEBY CHAMBEB BUSINESS.— The Chambers of Mr. 
Justice NoBTH will be open on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, 
and Friday in every week, from 10 to 2 o'dook. Mr. Justice Chittt 
will, until further notice, hear urgent Summonses which may be 
adjourned to him in his Private Boom, No. 640, in the Boyal Courts 
of Justice (Carey Street Entrance), on Wednesday in every week, 
oommendng on Wednesday, 19th of August^ at 10.80 



Bench Business in JudgesT Ohamben on Tuesday and Thuraday in 
every week, at 10.80 a.m., commencing on Tuesdav, IStii of August. 
Cases in the Queen's Bench Summons List will to called on, aai 
disposed of peremptorily in the order in which they stand in tin 
Da^s List, but not earlier than the time at which the Section li 
which they are respectively placed is marked to oome on. 

DFVOBCE.— Decrees nisi will be made absolute in Court on 
Wednesday, the 19th August and Wednesday, the 16th September. 

JUDGE'S PAPEBS FOB USE IN COUBT.— Ohahokbt DivmoM. 
—The following Papers for the Vacation Judge are required to be 
left with the Cause Clerk in attendance at the Chancery Begistran^ 
Ch&mbeiiB, Boom 186, Boyal Courts of Justice, on or befose 1 o'dook 
on the Monday previous to the day on which the Applicati o n to the 
Judge is intended to be made : — 

1. Counsel's Certificate of Uigenoy, or Note of Bpedal Leave 

granted by the Judge. 

2. Two Copies of Writ and two Copies of Pleadinp (if snyX 

and any other documents shewing the nature of the Appli- 



8. Two Copies of Notice of Ms^iosL 

4. Office Copy Affidavits in suppoft» and also Affidavits ia 
answer (if any> 

jY.B.— Solidtors are requested, when the Application has be endis* 
posed of, to apply at once to the Judge's Clerk m Court for the return 
of their papers. 



NOnCE TO SOLIOITOB& 
(CHAircnBT BiaiflTRABs' Omd.) 



On 



Jfoste 



QUEEN'S BENCH CHAMBEB BUSIITESS.— Mr. Justice 
Oamn will, until fnrthar notioe, sit for the disposal of Queen's 



The Chancery Begistrais' Office will be opea daily, 
the 17th August, and on the same day in every mm 
during the Vacation, the Begistrar in attendance will lee I 
requiring aUeraUone neeeteary in Ordore to he aeted on hy the Pay- 
maeter; but the Order, and any necessary Papers, and a notiflo^ 
of 4he amendment as required by the 27th of the Supreme Conn 
Funds Boles, 1886, ought to be left at his Seat not later thsii 
12 o'clock on the previous Salnrday. 

CEANOnBT BwnTEABs' CHiJCBnfl, 
BOTAL OOUBTB OW JUBTIGI, 

Ut Angnd, 1896. 



MAY'S PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE. 



I JMk EUtkm. Bogal 8m^ «b(k, 4B«. Enaf-eOf^ 60t. 



A TREATISE ON THE LAW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARLIAMENT. 

BY Snt THOMAS BBSKINB MAT, K03.. D.OX*, 

Qmk V Ae Bmm rf Oommmm, mud Bmifdm of Oe JfMcOs TsMpIs. 



TENTH EDITION. 



BOOKS L and n. Edited by Sir Bmdiald F. D. PALaRAVS, SLO.B., Glerk of the Honae of Oommoiuk 
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STATUTES- 



SESSION 1896—59 & 60 VICT. 



ClttpUr. 



TITLE. 



4€ 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 



Appropriation Act, 1896 • • 
! Land Law {Ireland) Ael, 1896 
. Light RaUufayt Act, 1896 , . . . 

Law Agent$ {SooOand) Act, Amendment Ad, 1896 

Poor Law Offioen^ Superannuation Act, 1896 • 
I Vexatious Actions Aot,lS96 .... 
, Larceny Act, 1896 • • • • • 

Labourers {Ireland) Act, 1896 . • • • 

! Public Health {Ireland) Act, 1896 . 
I 
QuarUr Sessions {London) Aet, 1896 

Wild Birds Protection Act, lS9e . 

Burglary Act, 1896 

We»tHig}dandBaaway0uaranleeAct,l8de • 

Baihs and Washhouses Act, 1896 . 



Date of Rojml AuMiit. 



AvgDBt 14 
AngiiBt 14 
AuguBt 14 
AogiiBt 14 
Angiut 14 
AngiiBt 14 
Aagust 14 
AngoBt 14 
Angost 14 
Angost 14 
AagnBt 14 
Aagust 14 
August 14 
AagM 14 



When Act to oome into Operation. 



Notspeoiaed. 

Not speoUied. 

Not Bpedfled. 

Noti^edfled. 

Immediately after September 29, 1896. 

Not speciiled. 

Not speoifled. 

November 1, 1896. 

Not speoifled. 

Not specified. 

Not speoifled. 

Notspedfled. 

Not specified. 

Not specified. 



SUPREME COUET FUNDS EULES, 1894. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



[J«le 4lA. Whore a Company desires to lodge money in Conrt 
W» the Life Assuianeo Companies (Payment into Conrt) Act, 
18M, there shall be annexed to the affldayit directed to be made by 
^^Liy.a, Bnle 1 of the Rules of the Supreme Court or any sub- 
Jl^^nM rale, a lodgment schedule stating the title and address of the 
|^I»Jiy,the amount of the money proposed to be lodged, and the 
Uger emdit to which it is to be placed, such ledger credit shall be 
;■ fellows, with any necessary variations :— In the matter of the 

Wicy No. of the Company. An office copy of the 

wednle is to be left with the Paymaster. 

^ Ob receipt by the Paymaster of any subsequent notioe of olaim 
■"WBiitted by such Company pursuant to their undertaking referred 
" m tab-section (e) of the said rule, he shall retain tho same and 
•*J» Mi entry thereof in his books ; and on any certificate of the 
^^ to which suoh notice refers bo shall notify tho name of the 
!*»•« giving such notice and the date thereof. 

The Paymaster shall also, upon such request as is mentioned in 
*we 100, and upon payment of tho samo feo as is payhble for a tran- 
ioipt under that rule, supply a copy of suoh notice. 

Bigned and certified to be urgent. 
August 10, 1896, 



Halsbubt 0. 



Wo concur^ 

H. T. Anstrutheb, 

W. H. FlSHlB, 

ComnUssumers of ESer Majesty's Treasury. 



PBOSFBOTUS OF LBCTUBES AND CI1A88B8 

DUBIKQ 

MICHAELMAS EDUCATIONAL TERM, 1896. 



CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (ENGLISH AND COLONIAL) 
AND LEGAL HISTOBT. 



Header 



J. P. Wallis, Ebq. 



During Michaelmas Term the Beadxb proposes to deliver Lectures 
on the I^w and Custom of the Constitution ufecting : — 

ThX CbOWK AMD THB EXECCTIVB. 

I. The Crown — Succession— Allegiance — The Civil List and 

Pension Acts — The Royal Family. 
II. The Prerogative — Historical Betrospect — Limitations and 
Manner of Exercise — The Councils of the Crown. 
III. The Prime Minister and the Cabinet — Their relations to tho 

Crown, to Parliament, and to the Constituencies. 
IV. The Ministers of the Crown and their Departments — ^The 
Prerogative with regard to War, Peace, and Treatiea— The 
Permanent Civil Service. 
Y. Taxation— Leading Cases and Statutes— Annual and Perma- 
nent Taxes — ^The Receipt and Expenditure of the Revenue. 
YI. The Naval and Military Forces— Martial Law. 
YII. The Colonies — Constitutions — Responsible Government — 
Colonial Governors — Relations with Home Government. 

The RxADBB will also continue his Classes in Constitutional History, 
beginning with the Revolution. 
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The first Leotare will be delivered on Thursday, 29th October, at 
3 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour on 
subsequent Thursdays. 

The first Class will be held on Friday, 30th Ootobor, at 3 o'clock, and 
the subsequent Classes on Tuesdays at 3 o'clock, Thursdays at 11 
o*olock, and Fridays at 3 o'clock. 



ROMAN LAW AND JDEISPRUDENCE AND INTER- 
NATIONAL LAW— PUBLIC AND PRIVATE. 



Header . . . 
Assistant Reader 



W. A. HuNTHB, Esq. 
J. E. 0. MuNBO, Esq. 



II 



III 



'I 



During Michaelmas Term the Rkadeb proposes to deliver Lectures 
and hold Classes as follows : — 

SENIOR LECTURES. 

I. The Sphere of Jurisprudence considered — Critical Analysis of 

the notions, "State," " Sovereimty,*' " Law "—Examination 
of the views of Austin and Sir Henry Maine. 

The Nature of ** Rights " — Classifications of Law — Considera- 
tion of the divisions into Public Law and Private Law, Civil 
and Criminal Law, Law of Persons and Law of Things. 

Definitions of Leading Terms: Person, Thing, Act, Event, 
Culpa, Dolus, Intention, Malice, Negligence, Dominium, 
Possessio, Easement, Servitus, Status, G>ntract. 

Facts — ^Investitive and Divestitive of Rights and Duties. 

The Codification of Law — ^Examples of Codes, ancient and 
modem. 

In the Senior Class, the Readib will discuss the historical evolution 
of legal notions, under the heads : History of the notion ot Sovereignty ; 
Development of leG;al remedies in place of self-redress ; The growth 
of courts of law and legal procedure ; History of the Law of Evidence ; 
History of the Law of Property and of Alienation ; History of the 
liaw of Contracts, and of Wills and universal succession. The Rbadbb 
will refer, among other works, to the writings of Sir Henry Maine, 
Dr. Heam's "Aryan Household," "La Citd Antique," by M. Fustel 
de Coulanges, and the historical chapters in Hunter's "Roman 
Law." 

JUNIOR LECTURES. 

The Rbadeb will deliver six Lectares on the Roman Law of 
Persons : — 

\1. Introductory Lecture : The Institutes of Justinian. 

II. Slavery ; its features and place in Roman Law. 

III. The constitution of the legal family ; Pairia Potesi^u, 

IV. The status of married women, and their rights to projxjrty. 
V. Tuiela and Cura. 

The Assistant Reader will, in his Class, discuss in detail those 
portions of the Institutes of Justinian that bear on the Law of 
Property, with special reference to Dominium, Possessio, Servitus, 
Emphyteusis, and Pignup. 

The first Senior Lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, 28th 
October, at 10 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the 
same hour on subsequent Wednesdays. 

The first Senior Class will be held on Thursday, 29th October, at 
12 o'clock ; and the subsequent Senior Classes at the same hour on 
Tuesdays and Thursdays. 

The first Junior Lecture will be delivered on Friday, SOth October, 
at 10 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour 
on subsequent Fridays. 

The fint Junior Class will be held on Saturday, Slst Octol^r, at 
11 o'clock, and the. subsequent Junior Classes on Mondays at 10 
o'clock, Tuesdays at 11 o'clock, and Saturdays at 11 o'clock. 



SENIOR LECTURES. 

PsRSoyAL Settlembxts. 

I. Nature of Settlements. 

II. Settlements of land and money distinguished. Method 

settling land as money and viee verui. Provistoos of Setlta 

Land Acts as to Settlements in trust for sale. 

III. Analysis of Settlement of personalty (m marriage. Methodii 

vesting property in Trustees. Covenants for title bj Settlg 

[IV. Conveyance by way of trust for sale. Wife's afteMoqu 

property. Annuity. 

v. Policy of Assurance. 

VI. Investment clause: Statutory power of investment 
YII. Trustees lending money on mortgage. Power t«) inmt isli 
YIII. Receipt clause. Powers to apportion blended tnnt fiiid% 
to arrange and compromise. 
IX. Life interest j— husband— wife— determinable— protected. 

X. Provisions for children. 

The power of appointment 
Trusts in default of appointment 
Hotchpot 
Maintenance. 
Advancement 
XL Deed exercising power of appointment. 
^XII. Ultimate tnSsts of husbitnd's fortune. 
Ultimate trusts of wife's fortune. 

XIII. Trastee clauses. 

XIV. Appointment of new trustees. 

XV. Indemnity and reimbursement of tmstett. 

JUNIOR LECTURES. 

DEvoLUTioar of Pbopebtt oh Death, ufCLmnio Wnu. 

I. Descent and purchase distingnished. 
II. Descent of real estate. 

(a) Fee simple. \ 

Q>) Fee tail. ] 

III. The Rule in Shelley's Case. 

IV. Devise to heir. 

y. Beneficial interest in perdonalty on intestacy. 
VI. Nature and form of a will. 
VII. From what time it speaks. 
VIII. Domicile of testator. 
IX. Effect of probate or letters of administration. 
X. Legacies—general — specific— demonstrative. 

XI. How charged on land. 

XII. Meaning of *' vested " and ** contingent " legacies. 
XI r I. Residue. 

XIV. Lapse. ! 

XV. Conversion, effect of total or partial failure of. I 

XVI. Meaning of ** children," ** issue"; where they are irarii| 

limitation. \ 

XVII. GifU to children, j 

The first Senior Lecture will be delivered on Wednesdaj, jj 
Otcober, at 4 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at tbtai^ 
hour on subsequent Wednesdays. j 

The first Senior Class will be held on Friday, 30th October, iM 
o'clock, and the subsequent Senior Classes at the ssme host I 
Tuesdays and Fridays. J 

The first Junior Lecture will be delivered on Wednesdiy, l| 
October, at 12 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the i^ 
hour on subsequent Wednesdays. . 

The first Junior Class will be held on Friday, 80th Oeiobpr, it l 
o'clock, and the subseauent Junior Classes at the suae hoar 4 
Mondays, Tuesdays, and Fridays. 

Note.— In the Senior Classes practical instmction in CoaTejtv^ 
(including the perusal of Abstracts) will be given. 



THE LAW OF REAL AND PERSONAL PROPERTY AND 
CONVEYANCING. 

Reader A. Undbbhill, Ebq. 

Assistant Reader . . John Gkkt, Esq. 

During Michaelmas Term the Reader proposes to deliver Lectures 
and hold Classes on the following subjects :— 



LAW AND EQUITY. 

Reader EDMUND RoBIRTSON, £BQ,Q.C 

Assistant Reader . . J. A. Hamilton, Ebq. 

During Michaelmas Term the Reader prapooes to deliver Ud^ 
and hold Chissea on the following sulyeots :— . 
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SENIOR LBOTURBS. 

Kegotiabli Inbtbuxentb. 

L 

(KegoiiMe IndrymenU GeneraUy,) 

fnadyhss and illustratioiia. 

11. 

(Tha BUh of Exdktfige Ad, 1882.) 

l(1) BUb of Exohange. 

I Form of the inBtmineiit. 

Puties. 

Value. 

Neffotistion and transfer. 

Liabilities of parties. 

Discharge. 
@) Promissory notes and cheques. 

III. 

(hdrumsnU not wUhin th« BHU of Exchange Act^ 1882.) 

Imtraments reoognised as negotiable. 
Doobtfnli 



Tlie same Subjects wUl be dealt with in Class. 

JUNIOR LECTURES. 

BEQUisrras of Simple Oontbagts. 

1. Apart fbox Statute. Greneral conception of contract in 
I English Law. Essential elements of contract. 

(1) The Assent of Parties. Mi^itake (as excluding true 

consent). 

(2) Consideration. 

(3) Promise. 

(4) Capacity of Parties.— (a) /n/anfo. (b) Married Women, 

(c) Lunatics, etc. (p) CJorporations, 

(5) Lawfulness. 

li Statctoby Requisites. 

ri) Statute of frauds (sec 4). 
(2) Other statutory requisites. 

•The AsasTAHT Readeb will hold Classes on " The Carriage of 
PaeDgezsand Goods on Land and Sea." 

[The fint Senior Lecture wUl be deliyered on Thursday, 29th October, 

|l2o clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour on 

liiweqnent Thursdays. 

iThe fint Senior Class will be held on Monday, 2nd November, at 2 

pock, and the subsequent Senior Classes at the same hour on 

VttliieMiays and Mondays. 

^Ije first Junior Lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, 28th 

gwober, at 3 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same 

WW on subsequent Wednesdays. 

[The first Junior Class will be held on Thursday, 29th October, at 

Wo clock, and the subsequent Junior Classes ou Saturdays at 10 

^«tock, and Tuesdays and Thursdays at 10 o'clock. 



(2 



Header A. Hopkinson, Esq., Q.C. 

Auistant Header . . 0. A. Saundkbs, Esq. 

poring Michaelmas Term the Readeb proposes \o deliver Lectures 
"w hold Classes as follows ;— 

SENIOR LECTURES. 
Pautnebship. 

I. Natube of Pabtnehship. 

Distinction between Partnership and Companies and other 
Associatioiis. 



II. & III. Fobmation of Pabtnebships AMD Rights of Pabtnebs 

INTEB 8E. 

Partnership property. Lake v. Craddook. 

Duties of partners to co-partners. 

Retirement and expulsion of partners. 

Assignment of shares in partnership. 

Partners' lien. 

Articles of partnership. Special clauses and their efifect. 

IV. & V. Relations of Pabtners to Persons dealing with them 
Extent of partners' authority. 
Liability for contracts of co-partners. 
Liability for torts of co-partners. 
Joint and several liability. Kendall v. Hamilton. 
Liability of estates of deceased partners. 
Doctrine of "holding out." 

VI. & VII. Dissolution and Winding-up of Pabtnebshifs. 
Rights of partners after dissolution. Goodwill. 
Actions for dissolution and account. 
Mode of realising assets, taking accounts, and distributing 

estate. 
Appointment of Receivers. 

JUNIOR LECTURES. 

MORTOAOBS AND OTHER SeCUBITIES ON PbOPEBTT. 

I. Diffebent Kinds of Mobtgages and Securities and their 
Creation. 
On land — Legal and Equitable Mortgages— Liens. 
On Chattels-Bills of Sale— Pledges— Liens. 
Debentures. 
Registration of Securities. 

II. Remedies of the Mortgagee. 

Personal remedy against the debtor. 
^ Foreclosure. 

'' Sale. 

■ r • 

III. Pbiobitie^. 

Doctrine of notice 
Tacking. 

IV. Redemption. 

Consolidation. 

V. Mabshalling. 

VI. Actions relating to Mobtgages. 
Forms of judgments and orders. 
Statutes of Limitation afiTecting mortgages. 

In the Senior Classf's on Mondays and Saturdays some of the above 
subjects will be treated in greater detail and illustrated by recent 
decisions. 

The first Senior Lecture will be delivered on Friday, 80th October, 
at 4 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour en 
subsequent Fridays. 

The first Junior Lecture will be delivered on Monday, 2nd Novcmljcr, 
at 4 o'clock, and the Lectures will be continued at the same hour on 
subsequent Mondays. 

The first Senior Class will be held on Monday, 2nd November, at 
10 o'clock, and the subsequent Senior Classes at the same hour on 
Saturdays and Mondays. 

The Assistant Reader will hold Classes on 
Specific Perfobmance. 

I. The jurLsdiction diBtinguished and defined — Fundamental 
Conditions of Relief— The Relief must be (1) Necessary, 
(2) Possible, (3) Just, (4) Eftectual. 
II. Parties to the Action. 

(Assignment— Sub-sale — Bankruptcy — Death— Agency). 
III. Defences to the Action, relating to 

(a) The person (incapacitv of either party). 
(6) The substance of the Agreement 

(d.<7., Non-conclusion, liioompleteness. Uncertainty, 
Unfairness, Hsjidship, Inadequacy of considera- 
tion, Illegality, Invalidity). 
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COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



U1CHAELMA8 EDUCATIONAL TERM, 1896. 



LECTUBES and CLASSES to le hdd in the EaU and Leeture Boom in Lincolh's Ink, to eommenee on Wednetdag, 28tt ftiAr, 
and be eontintied according to the tubjoined Tt'iM TMe ttnttl Dtceaber 5lh. 





Monday. 


Tuesday. 


Wednesday. 


Thtjbsday. 


Friday. 


Satubdat. 




ROOM. 


HALL. 


LRCTURB 
ROOM. 


HALL. 


LECTURE 
ROOM. 


hall. 

1 
1 


LECTURE 
BOOM. 


HALL. 


lecture 

!KOOM. . '^"- 


BOOM. ■"* 


10-11 


Mr. 

HOFKINSOK 

Qaas, 
FIret Class, 
2iulNoy. 


Mr. MuHBO, 

ClUB. 


Mr. 

HAUILTOy. 

Class. 




Mr. IfUNTBR. 

e^ior i 

Lecture. 

First Lecture, 

28th Oct. 


Mr. 

Hamilton. 

Class. 
Fli>t Class 
29th Oft. 




Mr. Hunter. 1 

Junior 

liCcture. i 
FlretLectore, 

sothat, 


Mr. Mr. 

HOPKOEBON. EUUl 

Ctaaa. Om. 


11-15 


Mr. 

SAUKDBB8. 
ClMS. 






Mr. Mdkro. 
Class. 


Mr. 1 
Saunders. 

Class. 
First Class. 
28th Oct 




Mr.WALL-S. 

Class. 


Mr. 

Saunders. 
Class. 


Mr. MuxBO.' 
Claas. j 
FlTst Class 
SlskOci. 


ia-1 




Mr. 

Ukdkrkill. 

Clai». 


Mr. 

HUKTKR. 

Class. 


Nr. 

Ukdbrhill. 

Class. 




Mr. 

Ukdbrhill. 

Junior 

First liccture, 
28th Oct. 


Mr. 

Class. 

First Class. 

29th Oct. 




Mr. 

1 Chu». 
1 Firet Class. 
1 30th Oit 

1 


Mr. Ha 

,^3 


1-2 












r 








1 


1 


»-« 


Mr. 

ROBXKTSOK. 

• Claw. 
First ClMS, 
2nd Nov. 




Mr. Grnt. 
Class. 




Mr. 

BOBXRTSOK. 

Class. 

1 




Mr. 

Robertson, i 

Senior i 

Lecture. 1 

FirstLecture,' 

29th (ki. { 




Mr. Gent. 

aass. 
First Class, 
30th Oct 




»-4 




Mr. HKrRT. 

ClasB. 




Mr. Wallib. 
Class. 


Mr. 

Robertson. 

Junior 

Lecture. 

FIret Lecture, 

1 28th Oct. 


1 

'MR.WALr.lR, 

Lecture. 

FlntLectnre, 

29th Oct. 




Mr. Walus. 

Class. 

Hist Class 

30th OU. 




4-n5 


Mr. 

HoPKixeoK. 

Junior 

Lectnre. 

FIrstLectur*. 

Snd Nov. 




Mr. HBKBr. 
Class. 




Mr. Grst. 

Senior 

Lecture. 

FirstLecture, 

28th Oct 




Mr. 

Henry. ! 

Lecture. 

Firetl^ecture, 

29th Oct 

1 


Mr. 

HOPKIICBON. 

Senior 

Lecture. 

lirstl^ecture, 

30th Oct. 







The Lecture Room ia the Old Hall, entrance in Old Buildings. 



(o) The form of the Agreement 

(Want of Seal— Statute of Frauds, etc.— Exception 
— ^Fart performance). 

(d) The subject-matter of the Contract 

(Defects of Property— Defects of Title). 

(e) The Defendunt's misapprehension of the effect of the 

Oon tract 
(Misrepresentation — Fraud — Mistake). 
(/) Matter suheequent to the Contract 

(Default— Delay — ^Rescission). 
(g) The Jurisdiction. Possible injustice to Defendant 

(Want of Mutuality— Complete Performance not 
enforoeablo). 
IV. Waiver of Objections by Defendant 
V. Injunction and ancillary relief . 
VI. Compensation and Damages. 



VII. Miscellaneous matters (Interest — Rent — Deteriowtka- 
Deposit, etc.). 

The first Class will be held on Wednesday, 28th October, i 
11 o'clock, and the subsequent Classes at the same hour on Fiidaji 
Mondays, and Wednesdays. 



EVIDENCE, PROCEDURE, CIVIL AND CRIMINAL, AM 
CRIMINAL LAW. 

Header A. Hekbt, Esq. 

During Michaelmas Term the RsADte proposes to deliver LeetoRi 
and hold Classes on the following subjects :— <• 
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Evidence.' 
documentaby evidence !— 

(1) Public Documents. 

(2) Private Documents. 

(3) The Admissibility of Parol Evidence t^ affect written 

instruments. 

Pbocedube. 

(1) Appeals. 

(2) Writs of Execution and Attachment. 

(3) Interpleader. 

Criminal Law. 

(1) Principals and Accessories. 

(2) The Effects of Infancy, Lunacy, Drunkenness, 

Coercion, Mistake, and Self-Defence. 

(3) Offences against the Person. 

The first Lecture will be delivered on Thursday, 29tb October, at 
4 o'clock, and the Lectures will bo continued at the same hour on 
nhsequcnt Thursdays. 

The fint Class will be held on Saturday, 31st October, at 12 o'clock, 
ind the subsequent Classes on Mondays at 3 o'clock, Tuesdays at 
I 4 o'clock, and Saturdays at 12 o'clock. 



Note. — ^The Lectures are free to Members of the Bar. 

Parlieulars as to Fees payable by genilemen, not being Member$ of an 
^m of Courts may be obtained upon appitcalion io tlie Clerh of the 
Cowcil, UncoUi's lun HaU, W.C, 

Macnaghtem, 

Chairman of Council of Legal Education. 

A. G. Marten, 

Chairman of Board of Studies. 

CursoL Chamber, Lincoln's Inn, 
Atujust, 18%. 



HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE. 

LONG VACATION, 1896. 

NOTICE. 

Jhmng the Vacation until further notice : — ^All applications which 
^ require to be immediatdy or promptly heard are to be made to the 
^uges who for tho time being shall act as Vacation Judges. 

COURT BUSINESS.— Mr. Justice GHmr, one of the Vacation 
yndget, will, until further notice, sit in Chancery Court L, Boyal 
^*«rt« of Jnstico, at 1 1 a.m. on Wednesday In every week, commencing 
^ Wednesday, 19th of August, for tho purpose of hearing such 
applications of tho abovo nature as, according to tho praotioe in the 
^ttcery Division, aro usually heard in Court 

No ease wHl beplaeed in the Judges Taper unless Uave has been 
prsHoutiy dbtained^or a Certifieate of Counsel thai the ease reauires 
to he immediately or promptly heardf and stating concisely the 
reofofu, is left mUi the Papers, 

J^9 neoessary Papftrs relating to every application made to the 
\M»tion Judges (seo notice below as to Judg^^ Papers) are to be left 
^th the Cause Clerk in attendance, Chancery Registrars' Chambers, 
^^ 196, Boyal Oorx[\js of Justice, before 1 o'clock on the Monday 
E^^rioQs to the day on which the application is intended to be made. 
j^mh the Cause Clerk is not in attendance they may be left at Room 
'^ under cover, addressed to him, and marked ootside (^noery 



VaeaHon Papere, or they maj be sent by post, but In eithor case so as 
to be reooivea by tho time aforesaid* 

URGENT MATTERS WHEN JUDGES NOT PRESENT IN 
COURT OR CHAMBERS.— Application may bo made in anw Case 
of urgency, to tho Judge by post or rail, prepaid, accompanied by tho 
brief of Counsel, offico oopics of the affidavits in support of tho 
application, and also by a minute, on a separato sheet of paper, 
signed by Counsel, of tho order ho may consider the Applicant 
entitled to, and also an envelope, sufficiently stamped, oapable of 
receiving the papers, addressed as follows : — ** Ctuknoery Official 
Letter : To the Begisfarar in Vacation, Chanoery Registrars' Chambers, 
Royal Courti of Justice, London, fFlC." 

On Applications for Injunctions^ In addition to the above, a oopy of 
tho wri^ and a certificate of writ issuod, must also bo sent 

The papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar. 

The address of (he Judge for the time being acting as VaeaUon 
Judge ean be obtained on appUeation ai Chaneery Begistrars' 
Chambere, Room 136. 

CHANCERY CHAMBER BUSINESS.— The Chambers of Mr. 
Justice NoBTH will be open on Tnesdav, Wednesday, Thursday, 
and Friday in every week, from 10 to 2 o'clock. Mr. Justice Chittt 
will, until further notice, hear urgent Summonses which may be 
adjourned to him in his Private Room, No. 640, in the Royal Courts 
of Justice (Carey Street Entrance), on Wednesday in every week, 
pommcnoing on Wednesday, 19th of August^ at 10.30 a.m. 

QUEEN'S BENCH CHAMBER BUSINESS.— Mr. Justice 
CatTTT will, until farther notice, sit (or the disposal of Queon's 
Bench Business in Judges* Chambers on Tuesday and Thursday in 
every week, at 10.30 a.m., oonunencing on Tuesday, 18th of August. 
Cases in the Queon's Bench Summcms List will be called on, and 
disposed of peremptorily in the order in which they stand in the 
Day's List, Imt not earlier than the time at which tho Section in 
which they are respectively placed is marked to oome on. 

DIVORCE.— Decrees nisi will be made absolute in Court on 
Wednesday, the 19th August, and Wednesday, the 16th September. 

JUDGE'S PAPERS FOR USE IN COURT.- Ohaxcibt Divuion. 
— The following Papers for the Vacation Judge are leqoired to be 
left with the Cause Clerk in attendance at the Chanoery Registrars' 
Chambers, Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice, on or before 1 o'clock 
on the Monday previous to the day on which the Application to the 
Judge is intended to be made : — 

1. Counsel's Certifioato of Urgeney, or Note of Special Leavo 

granted by the Judge. 

2. Two Copies of Writ and two Copies of Pleadings (if any), 

and any other documents shewing the nature of the Appli- 
' cation. 

3. Two Copies of Notice of Motion. 

4. Officio Copy Affidavits in support, and also Affidavits in 

answer (if any). 

NB. — Solicitors are requested, when the Application has been dis- 
posed of, to apply at onco to tho Judge's Clerk in Court for the return 
of their papers. 



NOTICE TO SOLICITORS. 

(CHANOXBT BXOISTRABS' OfFIOB.) 

The Chancery Registrars' Office will be Open daily. On Monday 
the 17th August, and on the same day in every socoeeding week 
during[ tho Vocation, the Registrar in attendonoe will see Solioitcrs 
requiring alterations necessary in Orders to be acted on by Vie Pay- 
master ; but the Order, and any necessary Papers, and a notification 
of tho amendment as required by the 27th of the Supreme Court 
Funds Rules, 1886, ought to bo left at his Seat not later than 
12 o'clodc on the previous Saturday. 

ChAKOBBT REGISTBAltd' CIhAMBEBS, 

RoTAL Courts or Justice, 



l«t Augud, 1896. 
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jSfOW BSADT. ToDTth aditloa, with Portxait. Crown Svo., elotb. 78. 6d. 

THE HISTOBT OF THE ENGLISH PABLIAMENT : 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years {800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Aaihorof ^^TheHigtoiyofihaEiiglithChmrtitit^ 

Trandaied by ProfesKxr A. R KEANE. B.A.. F JLGJ3. 

** Engliib fead«n will wrteinly wehMme a hiitofy of the EngUah Pftrliammit bj the gieateit liTiag ftotliority oo fha OMthiwit*— 
Alhenmwm, 

** It oompletei the vMt iorrey of our Eagliih iaititatioiii ... to whioh to neftt a portion of Dr. Gneln'i laboriou lilo haa been 
devoted."— Ai% Nmm. 

Loirrov: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, Lhotkd, Law PuBUSHms, 27, Flikt SnuBr, B.a 
CHEAP EDinOir. Demy Svo, doth. lOSi 

THE HISTOBT OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Professor of Law in the UmT^mlty of Berlin. 

Trantlaied (y PHILIP A. A8HW0BTH, of tks Inmer TmnpU, Stq^ Banider-al'Law. 

**No foreigner has done more than Profeaaor Gneist to examine and make.olear the historj and nature of the English ConstitotioB. . . . 
He diBcnewB each Tital qneetions as, Whither are we drifting ? How far do recent changes in the franohise aooord with the whole spirit of 
the oonstitntion ? What is in store for ns with democracy supreme? On such questions as these the opinion of a foreign^ who is a Mhoho; 
but no bookworm, and who has sedulously studied our institutions, is oertainly much more weighty than that of most Englishmen. ... At 
this time these volumes are especially instructive. They cast light on almost all the great questions of ourrent politios."-'IVflMs. 

*** lAbrary JSdition, 2 vda., 8vo., 32s. 
London: WILLIAM CLOWES <fc SONS, L)6tfiTKD, Law Pubushsbs, 27, Flut Stbint, E.O. 

Now Seady, Second Edition, demy 8vo., cloth, 26s. 

DJSLRBir and BOSJSLNQXJErr 

ON TBS 

STATUTES OF^ LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND AND IRELAND. 

BY 

F. A. BOSANQUET, Q.C., and J. R. V. MARCHANT, Barrlster-at-Law. 

" Twenty-fiix 'years have elapsed sinoe the appearance of Darby and Bosanquef s Treatise on the Statutes of 
Limitatiotis. During this period that work has held the field, no other ve^ satisfaotory dissertation on the subject 
of it having been pr^noed. The result of this delay in the preparation of a seoond edition has been to compel the 

Practitioner to consult special handbooks in all cases in which the law since 1867 has been altered by statute or by 
ecision. And in the interval since that date at least two important Acts of Parliament — ^the Beal Property 
Limitation Act of 1874, and the Trustee Act, 1888 — ahd a mass of judicial opinion, have combined to alter, modifjt 
or settle many points relating to the limitation of actions. In the meantime Mr. Darby has died, and Mr. Marahant 
has become the colleague of Mr. Bosanquet. The legal profession is to be congratulated upon the possession of • 
work, which, after a careful examination of its statements and comments upon difBcnlt questions, appears to us to 
supply a long-felt want — the want of a reliable guide to a very intricate and far-reaching branch of EngliBh 
jurisprudence. The plan of tjhe new edition follows substantially that of its predecessor, but we are not surprified 
that, having regard to the causes already mentioned, it has become necessary, as the authora state, to re-write the 
entire book/' — Law Quarterly Beview, 

London : WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, LiMmo), 27, Flbbt Stekbt, E.C. 
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Just publiflhod. Fourth Edition, Boyiaed, demy Syo., oloth, 20*. 

MOORE'S PRACTICAL FORMS OF AGREEMENTS 

Bdlating to Sales and Furohases, Mortgages and Deposits, Enfranohisements and Exobanges, Building and 
Arbitrations, Letting and Renting, Hiring and Service, Debtors and Creditors, ana numerous otlier 
subjects : with a variety of Useful Notes. By H. Moore, Esq., Author of " A Handbook of Practical 
Forms/* "Abstracts of Title," &o. 

FOURTH EDITION. THOBOUOHLT BEVISED. 

OF THE INNER TEMPLE, ESQ,, BARRI8TEN-AT-LAW. 
London: WILLIAM OLOWES <fc SONS, Limited, Law Publishers, 27, Fleet Street, E.G. 

Boyal Svo.f eiothf Ss. 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

GiTiBg a General Bmnmary of the Act and a oopfoiu and useful Index, both to the Seotions of the Act and the different headingi 
of the flynopda, with the Forma need and instnictiona as to the Baty. To which ii also added the Finance Act, 1894, and a list of tliO 
roims nnd in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

(Of ihe Legacy DtUjf Office^ Somermst Eauie)^ 

AVTHOR OF TBI ^'TABLB OV IBM KKQLSH DKATH DUma," **A 8B0BT IKDXX," XTO., BTO. 

" WOI be ImiimI a>eftil In mas'ering the intricadM of tbc mef^nnv."— IVtcf A. I ** A Toy wnicMbto oompanioA to tboM wboM duty It !■ to nuMter t dtllkult Act of 

**PmeiiU .... wptcial Inatiiiclloas m to Um new daty."— itetZ^ Tdegrapk. \ f »i11aiiMDt.''~I«w J<mmaL 

Lohdon: WILLIAM OLOWES A SONS, LnorfD, Law PvBLisnBS. 27, Flkit Stbiit, E.C. 

Just Pabliflhed. Boyal 8va» dotli, 86a. 

NORMAN'S DEATH DUTY TABLES 



Tables L, II., m., appended to the Succession Duty Act, 1853 (16 A 17 Vict., a 51), for valuing Successions 
i&d Annuitiefl ; also Discount, Interest, Bate per Oent., ttod other Tables, with numerous examples to illustrate 
their use and application. 

By A. W. NORMAN, B.A., B.Sc. (Lend.), 

Of the Legacy and Suooeaalon Dnty Office, Author of <« A Digeat of the Death Dotiea* 



Lowtoh; WCLUAM CLOWES & SONS, Liiiitid» Law Publdbers, 27, Flhct Stmbt, E.O. 
JUST PXTBLISHED. Demy 8vo., dloth, 10b. 6d. 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 

(THE LAW RELATING TO). 

OOKPBUOia 

THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACTS, 1875 TO 1898, AS AMENDED BY THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT, 1895. 
JtStthKr with on Appendix, eontmning Model Sulee, and the Forme appended to the Treasury RegtdaHone, 1896. 

By F. BADEN FULLER, B.A. (Ozon.), 

Of the Inner Temple, Barristei^at-Law. . . . 

LoKDOH : WILLIAM OLOWES A SONS» Limitid, Law Pubushebs, 27. Flut Stbeet, TLOk 
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Seventh \EdUion, Boyal 8vo,, Ooth, 38e, 

ROBSON'S BANKRUPTCY. 

Ooatainiiig a full exposition of the Principles and Pradioe of the Law, indnding the Law under the Bankmptq 
Acts, 1883 and 1890 ; the Bankruptcy (Discha^ and Closure) Act, 1887 ; the Debtors Act^ 1869 ; the Bills o£ Salt 
Acts, 1878 and 1882 ; Section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875 ; also the Law relating to Private Arrangements wiUi 
Creditors, and the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887. With an Appendix comprising the Statutes, Rules, Orders and 
Forms, including Forms of Statutory Compositions and Schemes, io. 

GEORGE YOUNG ROBSON, Esq., 

Barrister-at-Iiaw. 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 

*'In spite of riyalfl, Bobmm^i Law and PraeUM in Bankruj4ev—ejk exoellent ireatifle, we alivayB thonght— nudiitsins its positkni in k^ftl 
literature. It has now entered its Mventh edition. The sixth edition waapublisbod before the Act of 1887, and oonaeqaentlj that Aot and 
the Aot of 1890 have had to be dealt with. The chapter on Bills of Sale is now put at the end of the Tolame. Beyond this then 
are no ohonges. The jadidal deoiBionfl of reoent yean are duly noted, and Bobaon on Bankmptoy lemains an effident and np4o-dat8 
text-book.*'— -Xow Time$. 

** This atandaid work on bankroptoy has reached another edition, the author wisely oonsideiinff that in oonseqnenoe of the many inmortwt 
oases recently decided and the issue of the new mles, a new edition was desirable. We compliment the learned author on the wisdom of 
keepinff his work well np to date. Of this edition we may fairly say, as of others, no practitioner with bankruptcy work shoold be without 
it; and as long as the antnor pnrsaes the wise ooorse of issuing foesh editions well up to date^ we shall be able to acoord future editions the 
same praisc^-^Xais Notet. 

Lohdon; WILLIAM OLOWES A SONS, Limited, Law Publibhxrs, 27, Flkkt SnuBr, £.0. 



Second Edition, thorougrhly revised. Demy Svo.* 2 Vols., doth, 88s. 
Cash Priee, 80s. (Postagre, Is.) 

BBETT'S COMMENTARIES 

ON THB 

PRESENT LAWS OF ENGLAND. 

By THOMAS BRETT, 

Of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law ; LL.B. London University; B.A., late Scholar and Student of Trinity College, 

Dublin; Ehchibitioner in Real Property and Equity; Holder of the First Certificate of Honour, Michaelmas, 1869; 

Joint Author of CUrke and Brctt'a Convey ancing . Acta ; Author of Brett'A Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and of 

Leading Cases in Modem Equity; and late Lecturer in Equity to the Incorporated Law Society. 

%* The main idea of ihii ho6k ia to bring into special prominence the present and living law, and only to deal with past law, or that 
which is pTBctically obsolete, so far as it is necessary to enable tne reader to understand the present 

OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 

** We are glad to observe in the present edition the marks of oareful have before us a second edition. ... Mr. Brett is singularly 
revision. ... It is a comprehensive outline of existing English law, 1 fortunate in being called upon so soon to bring out a new ed^on, 
contained in a marvellouiBly small oompaBs, well arranged and so , because he has thus been afforded an opportunii^ of availing himself 
oontrired, by the insertion of illustrative cases and extracts, ns to be , of the suggestions of bis friends and the criticism of liis reviewers by 
interestine, instead of repulsive, to the student. On some subjects a < correcting the errors which were inevitable in a first edition^ and also 
list of leading recent oases is added, the effect of them being ahortly ; of incorporating the nnmerous Acts which hare, since the pnblieatioa 
stated. The account of the Settled Land Acts, at pp. 145-156, may of his first edition, been placed upon the statute-book by an exceedingly 
be commended as a Tery good piece of exposition. The index has > active Legislatnre."^jLai0 JcunuU. 
been improved, and a word must be said as to the attractive type and ; 
oonvenient siie of the volumes."— ^SSoZtfm'tort' JoumdL \ ** The compilation has been done with cue, and the new edition i> 

** The success which we predicted for this book on its first appear- up to date, and is aiteied to inelude the legislatifln of last sessioD.''— 
^noe, only a year ago, seems to be now fully assured, for we already ' Law Notet, 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SOUS, Limited, Law Publishers, 27, Meet Street, E.C. 
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THE BANKRUPTCY EULES, 1886 and 1890. 

GEXERAL BULE MADE PUBSUANT TO SECTION 127 
OP THE BANKBUPTOY ACT, 1883. 

(1.) [CofCf of ioUoiior to PeHUoning Debtor].— Tbeie ahaU be added 
to No. m. (Special GostB) of the Scale of Solidton' Goets oontained 
ii Part II. of the Appendix to the Bankruptcy Bules, 1886, the 
foQevm^; item, which shall be deemed to form part of such scale : — 

Where fhe Solicitor to the Petitioning Debtor resides at a distance 
there shall be allowed, in addition to the items specified in 
No. 1 of the scale for the attendance on presentation of the 
petition either by the Solicitor or by an agent, such sum as ttie 
Taxing Officer thmks reasonable, not exceeding — 



In summary cases 
In other cases 



£ B, d, 
12 
10 



The allowance in summary cases shall not be subject to any 
rechiction under Bule 112 (2). 

(1) This rule shall come into operation on the 1 st day of September, 
1896; and shall apply to all petitions presented after the said day. 

(3.) This rule may be cited with the Bankruptcy Bules, 1886 to 
lOO.a0 Bide 1128. 

Bsled the 19th day of August, 1896. 

(Signed) Haudubt, C. 

I concur, 

(Signed) Chis. T, Bitchib, 
Pretident of the Board of Trade. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 



mOH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
OHANCIEBY DIVISION. 

TRAN8FEB OF ACTIONS. 



OBDEB OF DOUBT. 

Monday, the 2Uh day of August, 1896. 

I, HASDnroB Stanlxt, Babon Halbbubt^ Lard High Ohan- 
eellor of Great Britain. Do hereby Order that the Actions 
OMBtioned in the Sdhednle hereto shall be transferred to the 
ftnonrable Mx. Justice Yauohah Williaiis. 



SOHBDULE. 

Mr. Justice Nobth aB9&-M.— No. 2261). 

I in re The Mayfair Property Oompany, Limited. 
Herbert Henry Baitlett (Plaintiff) v. The Mayfair Property Com- 
pany, Limited (Defendants). 

Mr. Justice Stiblino (1896— D.— No. 1263). 

(In re The Duval Bestauranta for London, Limited. 
Fredrick Bichmond Pottage (Plaintiff) v. The Duyal Bestaurants 
for London, Limited (Defendants). 

HALSBUBT, 0. 



LONG VACATION, 1896. 



NOTICE. 



Dvring the Vaeation untH further notice :—All applications whieh 
mau require to he immediately or promptly heard are to be made to the 
Judges who for the time being shall act as Vacation Judges. 

GOUBT BUSINESS.-~Mr. Justice Ghittt, one of the Vacation 
Judges, will, until farther notice, sit in Chancery Court L, Boyal 
Courts of Justice, at 11 ajn. on Wednesday in every week, commencing 
on Wednesday, 19th of August, for the purpose of hearing such 
Applications of the above nature as, aoconung to the practice in the 
Chancery Division, are usually heard in Court 

No eate wiR he placed in the Judg^e Paper uidem leave ha$ been 
previoudy obtainM^or a Certificate of Camed ihai ihe ease reouiree 
to he immediately or prompUy heard, and HaHng eoneteOy (he 
reamme, it l^ vOh the Papere, 

The necessary Papers relating to every application made to the 
Vacation Judges (see notice below as to Judges' Papers) are to be left 
with the Cause Clerk in attendance, Chancery Beglstrars' Chambers, 
Boom 186, Boyal Courts of Justice, before 1 o'clock on the Monday 
raevious to the day on which the application is intended to be made. 
When the Cause Clerk is not in attendance thev may be left at Boom 
136, under cover, addressed to him, and maAed outside Chancery 
YaooMon Papere, or they mav be sent by post, but in either case so as 
to be received by the time aforesaid. 

UBGENT MATTEB8 WHEN JUDGES NOT FBESENT IN 
COUBT OB CHAMBERS.— Applkation may be made i» amf Caee 
of urgency, to the Judge by post or rail, piepaid, aoeompanied ov the 
brief of CJounsel, oflOoe copies of the sJDdavits in support of the 
applioation, and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, 
signed bv Counsel, of the order he may consider the Applicant 
entitled to, and also an envelope, sufficiently stamped, capable of 
receiving the papers, addressed as follows :—** Chanoerr Oifioial 
Letter: To the Bejgistrar in Vacation, Chanoeiy Beglstrars' Ohambera,. 
Boyal Courts of Justioe, London, TT.C." 

On Applications for InJuneHane, in addition to the above, a oopy of 
the wril^ and a oertiikmte of writ issued, must also be sent 
The papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Begistnr. 
2^ oddreit i/ the Judge for the Hme heingaeiing ae VaoaHom 
Judge cam he obtained on appiieaUon at tJhaneery Begiebran* 
Cftambsrt, Boom 186. 

CHANCEBT CHAXBJSR BUSINESS.— The Chambers of Mr. 
Justice Nobth will be open on Tuesdav, Wednesday, Thursday, 
and Friday in every week, from 10 to 8 o'clock. Mr. Justioe Chittt 
will, until further notice, hear urgent Summonses which may be 
adjourned to him in his Private Boom, No. 640, in the Boyal Courts 
of Justice (Carey Street Entrance), on Wednesday in every week, 
coDunendng on Wednesday, I9th of August^ at 10.80 a.m. 

QUEEN'S BENCH CHAMBEB BUSINESS.— Mr. Justice 
CmTTT will, until ftirtfaer notice, sit for the disposal of Queen's 
Benoh Business in Judges' Chambers on Tuesday and Thursday in 
every week, at 10.80 a.m., commencing on Tuesday, 18th of August 
Cases in the Queen's Bench Summons List will he called on, and 
disposed of peremptorily in the order in which they stand in the 
Day's List» but not earlier than the time at which the Section in 
wmch they are respeotively jdaoed is marked to come on. 

DIVOBCE.— Decrees nisi will be made absolute in Court on 
Wednesday, the 19th August, and Wednesday, the 16th September. 

JUDGE'S PAPEBS FOB USE IN COUBT.— Chahohit Division. 
— The following Papers for the Vacation Judge are required to be 
left with the Cause Clerk in attendance at the Chanoery Begistrars' 
Chambers, Boom 18^ Boyal Courts of Justice, on or before 1 o'clodc 
on the Monday previous to the day on which the Application to the 
Judge is intended to be made : — 

1. Coonsel's Certificate of Urgent^, or Note of Special Leave 

granted by the Judge. 

2. Two Copies of Writ and two Copies of Pleadings (if any), 

and any other documents shewing the nature of the Appli- 
cation. 
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rv.— TflUBSDAT, Noyember 19th, 

Pbiyilege. Absolnte Privilege: (a) Parliamentary Proceedings, 
(b) Judicial Prooeodings. (c) Acts of State. 

Andenon y. Gorrie and Other$y (1895) 1 Q. B. 668. 
ChaUerUm y. Soardary of State for India in Chuncil, (1895) 2 Q. B. 

189. 

Qualified I^riyil^e. Both the defendant and the prson to whom 
he niade the commanioation must have either an interest in the 
fiubject-matter, or some dnty to perform in oonneetion with it. 

Jeiumre v. Delmege, (1891) A. C. 73. 

Mehditeh y. Maellwaine and Oihen, (1894) 2 Q. B. 54. 

Stuart y. BeU, (1891) 2 Q. B. 341. 

PvUman and AnoO^ y. HtU dp Co,, (1891) 1 Q. B. 524. 

BoxHw y. QMet Frirei and Others, (1894) 1 Q. B. 842. 

Andrews y. NoU Bower, (1895) 1 Q. B. 888. 

v.— Thubsdat, Noyember 26th. 

pAtR Akd Accuratx Bkpobts of (a) Judicial Prooeedinga, (b) Par- 
liamentary Proceedings, (c) Proceedings at a public meeting ; 44 ft 45 
Yici c. 60, 8. 2 : and 51 & 52 Vict. c. 64, a. 4. 

Kiniber y. The Press Association, (1893) 1 Q. B. 65. 
MaoDougaU y. Knight d: Son (1886), 17 Q. B. D. 636, C. A. ; 
(1889), 14 App. Gas. 194, H. L. 
PUrceU V. Sowler (1876), 1 C. P. D. 781 ; (1877), 2 C. P. D. 215, C. A. 
Patikhurst y. SoWler (1886), 3 Times L. B. 193. 
KeUy y. aMaUey and Others (1889), 6 Times L. B. 62. 

VI.— TBttJBSDAY, December Srd. 

(Jrimikal Law. The publication of a libel is a crime : so is the 
attempt to publish a libel. Two criminal remedies for libel : Indict- 
ment ; Information. Will an indictment lie in erery case in which 
the words are actionable? Blasphemous Words. Obscene Words 
Seditious Words. The Printing-press regarded as a danger to the 



State. OenBomhip. Fox's Libel Act (32 Qeo. IIL o. 60). Freedom 
of tiie Press. 

n, y. Labqnehere (1884), 12 Q. HD. 320. 

B. V. CdOtns (18d9), 0. & P. 45^. 

B. y. A, M. StdUvan (1868), 11 Cox, 0. 0. 44. 



The Lectures will be open to all Members of the ^nns of Oouti fred, 
and to gentlemen Non-Menibers on payment of a Fee of One Guincs 
for the Course. 

TidceU for Non-Members to he obtained at the Office of tite OottnctZ, 
Uncoln*s Inn Hail, W,0. 



PROFESSIONAL PARrNBRSHCP3 DISSOLVED. 

Clement Cheese and Edward Frederick Green (Clement Cheese t 
Giteen), Solicitors, l23. Pall Mall, dissolved from Sept 29. The taid 
Clement Cheese will continue business at 123, Pall Mall; the nid 
Edward Frederick Green will practise at 16, Charles Street, St 
James's. 

Edward MountforJ Coleman and William Stephen Tunbridge (Cole* 
man & Tunbridge), Solicitors, Bedditch, Worcester, by mutual consent 
Sept 29. 

George Saunders Jacobs and Ernest Bruce Milhir (G. B. Browne ft 
Co.), Solicitors, 3, Church Court) Old Jewry, dissolved by Orier of 
Court as from Aug 1. 

Sidney Francis St. Jermain Steadmvi, Bertram Benjamin Vti 
Praagh, Harold Gilmore CompioD, and Harold Solomon Simmoos 
(Steadman, Van Praagh, Campion & Simmons), Solicitors, 23,CHd 
Broad Street, by mutual consent as from Sept 4. Messieurs Steadmui 
and Van Praagh will carry on business at 23, Old Brood Street, and 
Messieurs Campion and Simmons will carry on business at 90 and 91t 
Queen Street, E.C. 

Arthur Webster and Claude Wathew Mylchreest (Arthur Wel«tcr 
& Mylchreest), Solicitors, 20, North John Street, Liverpool. dwAvea 
as from Oct 3. 



Now ready. Demy 8yo., eloth, 1149 pages, 828. 6d. ; Cash. 268. (postage 9d.X 



EQUITY 



THOMSON'S PRINCIPLES OF EQUITY, 

AKD 

PRACTICE OF THE COUNTY COURT: 

■mONERS IN THE CHANCERY DIVISION OF THE HIGH COURT AND IN THE COUNTY COURT. 
I or l^ABTioDLAiia or Oluk, D mmioh Nomw or Honov, AmDATm^ Jvoammm, OBraM^ Aa 

By ANDREW THOMSON, Esq., B.A., LL.D., 

Barri8ter-at-Law; formerly Lecturer and Reader on Equity to the Incorporated Law Society; and afterwanU 

Professor of Equity to the Inns of Court; 
•I A monnmoii of tetnlog as mXi as of Indialiy.''— Globe. 

••.The Author is uMler of bli mUtfect. E» glf«t the dUBcott PrindplM at Eqvtlj moft dmOf andwoUi Indeed, aiPrindpta of Sqnltgr, ira tdtow flMt tte ««k h 
Moond to none."— law JtoUi. 

London : WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Limitibd, Law Publishebs, 27, FLEET STBEET, KO. 



Now ready. Crown 8vo., cloth, 8s. 6d. net 



THE POLITICAL LAWS OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 

WITH ANiAPPENDIX CONTAININQ THE CONSTITUTION OF THE ORANGE FREE STATE. 
Translated 1>7 W. A. ICAOFADTBN, B.A., IiKB., 

Laie Scholar €f Bnmtum (Mltge, Oa/ord} Advocate cf O* Btiprme Court, Cage Oolong, and i/'Oo Eigk (hurt, 

South Jfiioan .BspwWfo. 

Lanms : WILLIAM GL0WE3 AND SONS, Lhotid, L^w PifBUSHns. 27, FLEET STBEET, E.O. 
J. 0. JUTA ft 00^ OAPE TOWN, POBT ELIZABETH, AND JOHANNESBUBa. 
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HOUSE OF LORD S.— Session 1896.— No. 1. 
- '. ' Listf as far as possible, of ejtective Causes only. 



SITTINGS FOB JUDICIAL BUSINESS DUBING PBOBOGATION. 
The Sittings commence on November 12. 



CAUSES STANDING FOB HEABING. 
Set dowk— Session 1896. 
Itojil iBionuioe Company v. Watson .... 
lord Sudel^ and others v. The Attorney-GeneTal . 
CbAe f. Earl of Dunraven (" The Valkyrie ") 
flutxn i», Hamory •....•, 
Berth British Bail way Company v. North Eastern Bail way \ 

Oompany / 

licfaDaiai V. Thierry and another 

lord AdTooate v. Fleming or Bohertson and another 
Ihumiiig (Panper) v. Odhams Brothers, Limited . 
^orunments Stock and other Secorities Inyestment) 

Company, Limited v. Manila Bailway Company, [ 

Limitod, and others | 

KeriU v. Fine Art and General Insurance Company,! 

Limited J 

HeKab v, Bohertson and others 

CfaitioD and others v, George Attonhorough and Son 

Kbrth Western Bank, Limited r. Liogiield Steam8hip\ 

Company, Limited / 

Opton V. Aberdeen District Tramways Company . 

Qwtej and another v, Ackland 

ViaGnitten.r. Foxwell and others (Original and Cross\ 

Ai^eals) / 



England. 
England. 
England- 
England- 

Scotland. 

England. 
Scotland. 
England. 

England. 

England. 

Scotland. 
England. 

England. 

Scotland. 
England. 

England. 



CAUSES WAITING FOB JUDGMENT. 

Lord Chancellor. 
Lord Watson. 
Lord Hersohell. 
Lord Macnaghten. 
Lord Morris. 
Lord Shand. 
Lord Dayey. 



^ V. Flood and another 



Salomon (Pauper) v. A. Salomon and Company, 
Limited (Original and Cross Appeals). 



I Lord Chancellor. 
L^Jd^^hten. 
Lord MorrisT 
Lord Shand. 

/Lord Chancellor, 
I Lord Watson. 

XMT 11. C3 i» ] I^kI Herschell. 

Welton «. Saffery x Lord Macnaghten. 

j Lord Morris. 
(Lord Dayey. 

Lord Chancellor. 
Lord Watson. 
Lord Hersohell. 
Lord Macnaghten. 
Lord Morris. 
Lord Dayey. 

(Lord Chancellor. 
Lord Watson. 
Lord Hohhouse. 
Lord Aahbonme. 
l^uross Jippcai;. Lord Herschell. 

I Lord Macnaghten. 
I Lord Morris. 
I Lord Shand. 
I Lord Dayey.' 

I Lord Chancellor.. 
Lord Watson. 
Lord Herschell. 
Lord Morris. 
Lord Shand. 

I Lord Chancellor. 
Lord Macnaghten. 
Lord Morris. 
Lord Shand. 



Earl Bossoll r. Countess Bussell 



Currie v. McKnight . 



SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 

MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1896. 
THE COURT OF APPEAL. 



SPECIAL NOTICE. 

"« Conrt of Appeal will not sit to take any Business in Court in either Branch^of it on Saturday, the 24th October, but will take 
Interlocutory Business in hoth Courts, Nos. I. and II., on Monday, the 26th,' on the arriyal of the Judgos at the Courts. 



Appeal Court I. — ^Notiois. 

VK(&*s Bench Interlocutory Appeals will be taken in Court I. on Monday, Oct 2G, and afterwards on every Monday in Michaelmas 
Sittings. Bankruptcy Appeals will be iAken on Friday, Oct. 30, and following Fridays. 

VKen^B Bench Final Appeals and New Trial Motions will he taken in Court I. in alternate weeks during the Sittings. New Trial 
Motions will be taken in Court I. on Tuesday, Oct. 27, and following days in that week. Final Appeals in the seoond week. 

^ Hoodays and Fridays Final Appeals or New Trial Motions will be taken if there are not enough Interiocutory or Bankruptcy 

Appeals for a day's Paper. 
^^"w»lty Appeals (with Assessors) will be taken in Court I. on days specially appointed by the Court, notice of which will appear 

in the Daily Cause List 

lCk>ntinu€d on page 268] ^-^ ^ 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 



MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1896. 







Court ob 


' Apprat. 


HIGH COURT OP JUSTICE- 




APPEAL OOOBT, L 

from, the quttn*» Bench Dimtion, 


APPEAL COUBT, H. 

from the Chancery ana Probate, 
Diwree, and Admiralty Divi- 
turn* {Probate and Divorce), 


OEAVOEBT OOUBT, I. 
Before 


OEAICEBTOOUBT, E 
Before 




• 




the Probate, Dtoorce^ and Ad- 
mirdltjf DivUien iAdmiraXty), 


Mr. Justice Cmrry. 


Mr. Justice North. 






and the Queen's Bench Divition 
siUing in Bankruptcy. 


and the Oounty Palatine and 
StannariM Courit, 










Saturday, 


Oct. 24 


Ko Sitting 


No Sitting 


Motions . . • . 


Motions .... 


MONDAT 


„ 26 


Ap. Mns. ex part&-Ong. 
Motions— Appeals from 
Orders made on Inter. 


Ap. Mns. ex p, — Orig. Mns. 
—Aps. from Ords. made 


Non-Witness List. . 


Sitting in Chambers 






on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 
and Ch. Final Aps. if 
required. 
Chancery Final Appeals . 










Motions. 






TCBSDAY 


„ 27 


New Trial Paper . 


Ditto. 


Adjourned Summonses . 
Ditto. . • . 


Wednesday 


„ 28 


Ditto. 


Ditto. 


Ditto. 


Thubsday 


„ 29 


IMtto. 


Ditto. 


Ditto. 


Ditto. 


Ebiday 


„ 30 


Bkcy. Aps. and New Trial 

Paper. 
New Trial Paper . 


Ditto. 


Mns. & Non- Witness List. 


Motions and Adj. Sumns. . 


Saturday 


„ 31 


Ditto. 


Pets., Short Can., Pro. Sums., 


Short Causes, Pets., Fur- 










Op. Pets., and Non- 
Witness List. 


ther Considerations, and 










Adjourned SunmionBei. 


Monday, 


Nov. 2 


Ap. Mns. (X p. — Orig. Mns. 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions and 
Q.6. Final Appeals if 


Ditto. 


Sitting in Chambers 


Sitting in Chambers. 


Tuesday 


„ 3 


required. 
Q.B. Final Appeals . 


Ditto. 


Witness List . 


Non-Witness Actions 


Wednesday 


„ 4 


Ditto. 


Ap. Mns. ex p,—Or\g, Mns. 
—Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 
and Ch. Final >ps. if 
required. 

County Palatine Aps. and 


Ditto. 

• 


Ditto. 


Thursday 


n 5 


Ditto. '. '. 


Ditto, 


Motions for Mr. Justice 








Chancery Final Appeals. 




Chitty and Non-Witne« 
Actions. 
Motions and Adj. Sumns. . 


Friday 


„ 6 


Bkcy. Aps. and Q. B. Final 


Chancery Final Appeals . 


Ditto. 






Appeals. 








Saturday 


„ 7 


Q.B. Final Appeals . 


Ditto. 


Ditto. 


Short Causes, Petitions, 
rinduding Unopposed 
Petitions for Mr. Justice 

siderations ft Adjourned 
Summonses. 


Monday 


„ 9 


Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions and 
New Trial Paper if re- 
quired. 


Ditto. 


Sitting in Chambers 


Sitting in Chambers 


Tuesday 


„ 10 


New Trial Paper . 


Ditto. 


Witness List , 


General Paper 


Wednesday 


„ 11 


Ditto. 


Ap. Mns. ex p.— Orig. Mns. 
—Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 
and Ch. Final Aps. if 


Ditto. 


Ditto. 


















required. 






Thursday 


,, 12 


Ditto. 


Chancery Final Appeals . 


Ditto. 


Motions for Mr. Ju&tioe 
CmTTY and General 
Paper. 


Friday 


„ 13 


Bkcy. Aps. and New Trial 
Paper. 


Ditto. 


Ditto. 


Motions and Adj. Sums. • 


Saturday 


„ 14 


New Trial Paper . 


Ditto. 


Ditto. 


Short Causes, Petitioos, 
rindudin«: Unop. Pete, 
for Mr. JoBtice Chitty), 
Further Considerations, 
and Adj. Summonaes. 


Monday 


« 16 


Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
—Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions and 
Q.B. Final Appeals if 
required. 


Ditto. 


Sitting in Chambers 

r 


Sitting in Chambers • 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 



MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1896. 



CHANCERY DIVISION. 



LOU) OIAVaELLOB'B OOTJBT. 

Before 

Mr. Justice Stirling. 



JCotioOB 

SLtting in Ghamben 



General Papor . . . . 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Hotionfl, Adioiinied Summonses, and 

• Geaena Paper. 

Short Causes, Petitions, Adjourned 

Somnionses, and General Paper. 



StttJng in Chambers 



Witnees Actions 
Ditto . 



DUto 

Ditto 
. Ditto .. 



Sitting in Chambers 



Witaen Actions 
Ditto . 



Ditto 

Ditto 
Ditto 



StttiBg in Chambers 



* (General 



CHANCERT COVET, 17. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Eekewich. 



The following will be the Order of 
Business according to the days of 
the week : — 

Monday (except Monday, Oct. 26th) 
— Sitting in Chambers. 

Tuesday. 
Wednesday • 
Thnraday 

Friday — (except Nor. 25th and 
27th), Motions and Adjonfned 
Summonses. 

The fiist day of the Sittings will 
also be a Motion day. 

In addition Mr. Justice Sttbliko'b 
Motions and Unopposed* Petitions 
wiU be taken on Thursdays, 
November 5th and 12th. 

Saturday (except November 2 1st 
and 28th)— Short Causes, Peti- 
tions and Adjourned Summonses. 

Actions for Trial with Witnesses will 
be taken on Tuesdav, Nov. 17th, 
and continued until the end of 
the foUowing week. Motions and 
Unopposed Petitions will be 
heard during that period by Mr. 
Justice SorauNO. 

Actions for Trial with Witnesses 
wiU also be taken at other times. 
Notice will be given in the Daily 
Cause List. 

Bu$ine9$ in the Liverpoci €Md Jfan- 
eketter DUMet BegUlriet wiU he 
taken os/oQoim.* — 

Summonses in Chambers gd. every 
other Friday Afternoon, com- 
mencing with Friday, Nov. 6th. 

Motions, Short Causes, Petitions, 
and Adjourned Summonses- on 
every other Saturday, commenc- 
ing with Saturday, November 7th 
(exoept November 21 st). 



OHASCBBT COURT, m. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Romer. 



Actions transferred for Trial or 
Hearing only will be taken in the 
order in the Cause List on eveir 
day of the Sittings, from Oct 24th 
to December 21st, both inclusive. 



Saturday, Oct. 24 
Monday „ 26 



Tuesday „ 27 

Wednksday „ 28 

Thursday „ 2^ 

Friday „ 30 



Saturday 



31 



Monday, Nov. '^ 2 



Tuesday 
Wednesday 



Thursday 

Friday 
Saturday^ 



Monday 



3 
1 



6 
7 



Tuesday „ 16 

Wednesday „ 11 



Thursday 

Friday 
Saturday 



Monday 



12 

13 
14 

16 



[Continued ^ next pageJ] T ^ 
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SUPREME COUR T OF JUDICATUEE. 

MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 18d6— continued. 





Nov. 17 
n 18 


Court or 


Appeal. 


HIGH COURT OP JUSTICE 




CHANCERT COURT L 

Before 
Mr. Justice Chitty. 


OEASOERTOOnSTfE 




APPEAL COURT, L 


APPEAL COURT, n. 


Before 




Mr. Justice North. 


Tuesday, 
Wednesday 


Q. B. Final Appeals. 
Ditto. ... . 


Chancery Final Appeals . 


Non-Witness List . 
Ditto. 


Witness Actions. . 
Ditto. • . . 








—Aps. from Ords. made 












on Inter. Mns. (sep. List), 
& Chaneery Final Aps. if 
required. 
Ditto. • « 
















Thcbsday 


„ 19 


Ditto. 


Motions for Mr. Justice 


Ditto. . • • 










i North, and Non-Wit- 












ness List 




FSIDAT 


n 20 


Bankruptcy Appeals and 

Q. B. Final Appeals. 
Q. B. Final Appeals. 


Ditto. 


Mns. and-Non-Witness List 


Ditto. , . .1 


Saturday 


„ 21 


Ditto. • • 


PetDS.,. Sh. Causes, Opp. 


Ditto. . • • 










Petns., Pzo. Sumns., 












and Non-Witness List, 












including Unopposed 
Petitions for Mr. Justice 






















North. 




Monday 


„ 23 


Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions & 
New Trial Paper if 
requiied. 

New Trial Paper . 


Ditto. • • 


SiUing in Chambers. 


Sitting in Chambeis. • 


Tuesday 


' » 24 


Ditto. 


Non-Witness List . 


Witness AcUons . • 


Wednesday 


., 25 


Ditto. 


Ap. Mns. ex p.—Ong. Mns. 
— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List), 
& Chancery Final Aps. if 
required. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 


Ditto. 


Ditto. . • • 












Thursday 


„ 26 


Ditto. 


Motions for Mr. Justice 


Ditto. . . • 






















neasLlBt 




Friday 


„ 27 


Bankruptcy Appeals and 

New Trial Paper. 
New Trial Paper • 


Ditto. • 


Mns. and Non- Witness List 


Ditto. • • • 


Saturday 


„ 28 


Ditto. 


Pets., Short Causes, Pro. 


Ditto. • • • 










Sums., Opp. Petitions, 
and Non-Witness List, 












including Unopposed 












Petitions for Mr. Justice 












North. 




Monday 


,. 30 


Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
—Aps. from Orders made 
on Inter. Motions and 


Ditto. 


Sitting in Chambeis. 


Sitting in Chambeis. 
















Q.B. Final Appeals if 












required., 








Tuesday, 


Dec. 1 


Q. B. Final Appeals. 


Ditto. 


Non-Wifaiess list . 


General Paper. . • 


Wednesday 


„ 2 


Ditto. • . . 


Ap. Mns. ex p.— Ong. Mns. 
—Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List), 
& Chancery Final Aps. if, 
required. 


Ditto. 


Ditto. . • • 


Thursday 


„ 3 


Ditto. 


County Palatine Appeals 

& Chancery Final Ape. 
Chancery Final Appeals . 


Ditto. 


Ditto. • • • 


Friday 


„ 4 


Bankruptcy Appeals and 


Mns. and Non- Witness List 


Motions and Adjonned 






Q.B. Final Appeals. 






Summonses. 


Saturday 


„ 5 


Q.B. Final Appeals. 


Ditto. . • 


Petns., Short Causes, Pro. 
Summonses, Opposed 
Petitions, and Non- 
Witness List 


Short Causes, Petitioni, 
Further CoosiderBtiflBS, 
and Adjoiiniod Sam- 
mouses. 


Monday 


n 7 


Ap. Mns. ex |).— Orig. Mns. 
—Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions & 
New Trial Paper if 
required. 


Ditto. 


Sittmg in Chambers . • 


Sitting in Chambeis. • 
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SUPREME CO URT OF J UDICATURE. 

MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1S%— continued. 



CHANCERY DIVISION. 



LOSD aHANOELLOS'S C01TBT. 

Before 

Mr. Justice Stirling. 



Oefieial Paper 
Ditto . 



HotioDfl for Mr. Justice Kekewich 
and Geaeral Paper. 

^bttooa, Adjoamed SammoiiBeB, and 

General Paper. 
Short OanaeB, Petitions (including 

Unopposed Petitions for Mr. 

Justice Kbxewich), Adjourned 

Sammonses, and General Paper. 



Sitting in Chambers 



Oeneral Paper 
Ditto , 



Motions for Mr. Justice Kekewicu 
snd General Paper. 

M^otkms, Adioumed Summonses, and 

Greneral Paper. 
Short Causes, Petitions (including 

Unopposed Petitions for Mr. 

Jnstioe Kekkwich), Adjourned 

Snmmonses, and General Paper. 



Sitting in Chambers 



Crenend Paper 
Ditto . 



I>itto 

™i«M, Adjourned Summonses, and 

General Paper. 
Swt Causes, Petitions, Adioumed* 

oonnumses, and General Paper. 



in Chambers 



CHANCEBT COURT, lY, 

Before 
Mr. Justice Kekewich. 



[See page 263] 



CHANCEBT COUBT, HL 

Before 
Mr. Justice Romer. 



ISee page 263] 



• • ' • t f 



• «••••• 



• ■ •'• • • « 



; TvEfiVxw Nov. 17 
I Wednesday, „ 18 



I Thvr?day 



FaiDAY 

Ratirpay 



19 

20 
21 



Monday 



Tuesday „ 24 

WEDNE:*r»AY „ 25 



>I)AY 



Fbipay 

SATri:DAY 



Monday 



26 



27 



■ TiKSDAY, Dec. 1 
AVednesday „ 2 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 

MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, Vm— continued. 






Court op Appeal. 


HIGH COURT OF JTJOTICE^ 




OEASOEBT OOUST, L 
Before 


oHABCKitx oonn, 

Before 




A n^nm A 9 .tf«4%«w«aaa ^ > mm^^^m a ^ .^.^^bbh^^b ^p^ 






APPEAL COUBT, L 


Arif£AL UOUAT, IL 


Mr. Justice CHirry. 


Mr. Justice North 


Tuesday, Dec. 


8 


New Trial Paper . 


Chancery Final Appeals . 


Non-Witness List . 


General Paper. . < 


Wednesday „ 


1) 


Ditto. 


Ap. Mns. ex p. — Orig. Mns. 
— Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 

if required. 


Ditto. 


Ditto. . . 1 


Thubsday „ 


10 


Ditto. 


Chancery Final Appeals . 


Ditto. 


Ditto. . 1 


Friday „ 


11 


Bkoy. Aps. & N. T. Paper 


Ditto . • . . 


Mtns. & Non-Witness List 


Mtns. and A^ijd. Sums. 1 


Saturday „ 


12 


New Trial Paper . 


Ditto. 


Pete., Short Causes, Op. 
Pets., Pro. Sums., and 
Non- Witness List. 


Short Causes, Petitio* 
Further CcnsidentiaM 
and Adjoonied Sua 
monsea. 


Monday „ 


14 


Ap. Mns. ex j».— Orig. Mns. 
—Am. from Orda. made 
on Inter. Motions and 


Ditto. 


Sitting in Chambers. 


SiUing in Chambeis i 
















Q. B. Final Appeals if 












required. 








Tuesday „ 


15 


Q. B. Final Appeals 


Ditto . 


Non-Witness List . 


General Paper . i 


Wednesday ^ 


16 


Ditto. . . . 


Ap. Mns. ex p.— Orig. Mns. 
—Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Mns. (sep. List) 
A Chancery Appeals if 
required. 

Chancery Final Appeals . 


Ditto. 


Ditto. . . < 


Thursday „ 


17 


Ditto. 


Ditto. 


Ditto. . . * 
Motions and AdjooM 


Friday „ 


18 


Bkc7.Aps.&Q.B.F.Ap8. 


Ditto. . . •. 


Mtns.* Non-Witness List 


Saturday » 


19 


Q. B. Final Appeals 


Ditto. 


Petitions, Short Causes, 
Procedure Summonses, 
Opposed Petitions, and 
Non-Witness List. 


Short Causes, PetitkM) 
Further Coasideittkni 
and Adjoumed 8a 










mouses. 


Monday „ 


21 


Ap. Mns.e« j».— Orig. Mns. 


Ap. Mns. ex p.— -Orig. Itf ns. 


Sitting in Chambers. 


Sitting in Chamben < 






— ^Aps. from Ord«. made 
on inter. Motions, and 


— ^Aps. from Ords. made 
on Inter. Motions (sep. 


















New Trial Paper if 


List), and Ch. Final Aps. 










required. 


if required. 








N.B.— ^<iMira/l« AmmOt (with 
AflMflBOfB) watU u3«n en dags 
to be apjpointed h>/ th* OourU 


are taJfam <» Appeal Codst if., 
tm every Monday at Eleven 


N.B.-llf the Wltaefli LM shooM 
be tiJEon on any days other than 


^ny Cauee inftnded tobe fagji} 
intheCamte Book atUettem 

m _■ a m mm _ - ^^m AAA MM, 


: 






unta/urtUr notiee. 


wiU be given. When the Wtt- 
DCflB LM Is being taken. Farther 

on the TneedaTB. 
AnyOmtifOendedtoU heard at 
a Short Gann wMtt be to marked 


ClA the day before theism 
U to be put in tke Paper, 










intheCanee Book at least ime 










dear day b^ore the tame can 
be put in the Paper to be to 


^WUnettAaiosacamUtam 
an any ethmr dam»mAm 










heard. Two ixmies of Mlnntes 








' 


. of the prapoeed Jndnnent or 
Order must be l^t in Oomt 


appoiied, due netks wU »• 










«oilA<JU Jvdge*t Clerk one 
cUdr day Itfore the Catm it to 
be put in th0i Paper, 
,N.B.-r^The fblkmbg papwt on 
For. Oon. are reqoired Ibr the 
nee of the Jndge, viz.— Aoe 
Copiet qf Minutes iff the pro- 
poted Judgment or Order, 1 

cSS!r a&^eriifieaU, whSL 
t^utt beUflinOourt una tke 
Jud^s Ark one Otar dai 


1 




















bSSre ike Fur, Con, U ready 












to eome into tke Paper. 


i 
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MICHAELMAS SITTINGS. 19ld&— continued. 





CHANCERY DIVISION. 



I beneiai Jf Aper. 

fllMirt Games, retitions, Adjoumed 
fivnunonBes, and General Paper. 



OHAIOELLOS'S OOTUT. 
Before 
Mr. Justice Stirling. 



SenenJ Paper 
Ditto . 



Ditto 
Geneial 



Hi^iiii, Adjourned ^Summons and 



Sttiiig in Ghambers 



dEAVOEBT OOUBT, 17. 

Before 
Mr. Justice Ejekewich. 

ISee paQe 263] 



Gcnenl Paper 
Ditto . 



Ditto 

llotioDa, Adjonmed SummonseB and 

Geaena Paper, 
ffluii Causes, Petitions, Adjonmed 
and General Paper. 



fitting in Chambers 



^"{CiMe intmdtd to U heard as a Short 
CMJ mut U §o marktd in the Cauu 
2* 01 Uatt OM dear day ^wn the 
•»« eaa U put in the Paper to be to 
m^oad the neeeesarg Papers, includ- 
*i;9Mimae9qftkepropo$ed Judgment or 
w*r. «tii< be left wi& the Judges Clerk 
Tf^^^h^ore th4 cauK U to be put 

WtottB Action, win pnbMy be taken <m 
wdqni than thoeementioiMd above. Of 
wae due Botioe wffl be given. 



OHAEQEXI OOUBTi UL 

Before 
Mr. Justice Komer. 



ISee page 26'd^ 



Tuesday, Dec. 
Wednesday ,', 



Thursday 
Friday 

Saturday 



Monday 



Tuesday 
Wednesday 



Thursday 
Friday 

Saturday 



10 
11 

12 



H 



15 
16 



f7 

18 

19 
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APPEAL GouBT II.— Notices. 



[ Continued from page 261 ] 



N^. — ^Interlooatory Appeals from the Ohancery and Probate and Divoioe DiYisions will be taken in Coubt 1L on Monday, Oct. 2<^ 
and afterwards on every Wednesday (except Wednesday, October 28) in Michaelmas Sittings. 

N.B, — Subject to Chancery Interlocutory Appeals on Wednesdays, Chancery Final Appeals will be taken erery day in Goukr II. 

nntU farther notice. 

NJ. — ^Whcn the Interlocutory Appeals are not enough for a day's Paper, Chancery Final Appeals will be added on Interlocutory days 

Afpeai^ from the Lancaster and Durham Palatine Courts (if any) will be taken in Court II. on Thursday, Nov. 5, and Thursday, Dee. 9 



From the CJiancery Division. 

JUDG1I£NT ReBEBYED. 

Final List. 

laea 

Hit Pitts / £. Geoige Ie Co. appl. of Pltff. fh>m 
order of Mr. Jmcke Kekewkh, 
dated March 6, I89S 

c. a. V. July 26 



From the Chancery Division, 



Final List. 



^iFSnoDS 



1886. 



Donnitliome appl. of Defls., N. 

Doanltbome and anr., tnm order 

of Mr. JoBtioe North, dated 

May 3, IBM (not before Nov. 15) 

AngiutS 



I 



1886. 



2^ '^In ra The International Commercial Co. Id. k 0o.'8 

Acts, ISSa to 1890 appl. of John 

Oakden Swift tnm order of Mr. 

; Justice Bomer, dated March 9, 

1B96 part heard March IS 

Z Qdhampton The Peravlaa Oorpn. appL of 
Detla. finm order of Mr. Justice 
Bomer. dated August 9, IB95, not 
until further order May 18 

4 MaxBh • Joseph api^ of Her Mi^esty's 

Attoaiey-(3«Deral k on, fhm 
order or Mr. Justice Kekewich, 
dated March 11, 1B9« (stsnd over 
generallj by order) May S3 

t Manh i Joseph appL of J. E. Green trom 
Older or Mr. Justke Kekewich. 
dated March 11, 1896 (stand over 
generally bv order) June 1 

•« Marshii Joseph appL of John Clear firam 

order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, 

Idated March 11, 1896 (stand over 

genendly by order) June 23 

^ Le BochefoQcauld v. Bonstead appL of Ptffs. {fkom 
order of Mr. Justice Kelcewich, 
dated June 23, 1896 June 24 

« InreasU's90outnsctlEV. lEP.Act,1874 appl. of 
K. L. Cosh fnm order of Mr. 
Justice Stirling, dated March 28, 
1896 July 3 

A 1 In re Blackbatn 

* i Blackburn Blackburn appl. of PUif. k Deft, 
C. Blackburn, firooi order of Mr. 
Justice Bonser, dated May 19, 
1896 July 4 

10 International Financial Soc. Id. v. Baring Bros, k Go. 
appL of Pltflb. fhxn order of Mr. 
Justice Bomer, dated April 17, 
1896 July 9 

., CbiroBobinstni 

^^ fWrUcht Tugwell appL of the Bev. S. A. 

^ ^ Selwyn firam order of Mr. Jivtlce 

North, dated June 25, 1896 

JuIvlO 

12 Btooks Steel k Currie appl. of PltlT. ftom 

order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, 
dated June 30, 1896 July 18 



,«C In re Stewart 



iKeown Boyd Qtlmour appl. of Pltlf. fh»i order 
of Mr. Justice North, dated July 
13, 1896 (order not perfected) 

July 16 

14 Liebig'ii Extrsct of Meat Co. Id. «. Chemists' Co- 

operstive Boc. 11. k ors. appl. of 

DeRs. from order of Mr. Justice 

Kekewich, dated July 2, 1896 

July20 



• t)f Mr. JusUce Bomer, datei 
July 10, 1896 July 22 

16 In re T. ArmBtroDg^l Patent 18,719 of 1894 k 

Patents, Designs^ kc. Acts (In re 
FeUtlon ofJ. Yates) appl. of 
Thomas Armstrong fh>m order of 
Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated 
July 16, 1896 (order not perfected) 
July 22 

17 InreaCootiactbetweenP.HorwltilEW. J. Holden 

and the Vendor k Purcliasers' 
Act, 1874 appl. of P. Horwitx 
fhnu order 'of Mr. Justice Keke- 
wich, dated July 17, 1896 July 24 

18 Bowland MlcheU appL of Deft, fhim oider 

at Mr. Justice Bomer, dated 
July 1, 1896 July 28 

19 EdwaidB Harris appl. of Pltlf. flnom order of 

Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated 
July U, U96 July 29 

•^ ( In reiStephenson 

^ iDanaldBoa j Bamber appL of Deft. F. FroRhney 
fhim order of Mr. Justice Keke- 
wich, dated July 8, 1896 July 31 

21 In re The Eoonomio Fire Offloe Id. k Cc's Acts 

appl. of J. E. Champn^ k ors. 
fhim order of Mr. Justice V aoghan 
Williaau, dated May 14, 1896 

August 1 

22 Bussell Hayward appl. of Pltflk. ftom onler 

of Mr. Justice Bomer, dated May 
22, 1896 August 4 

S3 Perkins Knight appl. of DeAs. fhnn order 

of Mr. Justice Bomer, dated June 
20, 1896 August 5 

24 Atkhidon Morris (Probate) appl. of Deft. 

J. C. MorTls flrom order dated 

1896 August 7 

.. (Divorce 

^ iFlulster (Petnr.) v. Flulster (Bespt.) C. Hutton (Co- 
Bespt) appl. of Bespt. firam 
order or Mr. Justioe Gorell Barnes, 
dated July 30, 1896 August 7 

^ (In re W.C. Barnes 

'^iBames Barnes appL of Deft W. J. 

Barnes from order of Mr. Justice 
North, dated July 3, 1896 

August 7 

27 In re The Companies' Acts, 1862 to 1190, and In re 

The BnUbnteln Smi DUmond Mine 
Id. (expte. C. Cox Hughes) appl. 
of the fiulfontein Sun iJiamond 
Mine Id. firam order of Mr. Justice 
Chit^, dated June 9, 1896 (cider 
not perfteted^ August 8 

28 Hobson Gtorrtnge appl. of Pltff. fhxn order 

of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated 
July 7, 1896 Ai«u8t 10 

29 In re The New Travellers' Chambers Id. k Co.'8 

Acti, 1862 to 1890 appL of Sir 
W. a. Hunter, K.C.M.a., tnm 
order of Mr. Justice Yaughan 
Williams, datei Jn^ 18, 1896 

August 10 

30 In re The Same^ kc appL of Sir 6. S. M. Thomas 

fhm same order August 10 

31 In re, The Same, kc appL of Arthur Green fhxn 

August 10 



82 



(In re Sir G. SUiot 



appLo 
order 



tHunter 



Elliot 



pL of Deft E. 'A. Elliot 



83 Elliott Bros. 



•«{& 



relssac 
Cranbachi 



35 Page 



I^le nom order of Mr. Justioe 
Kekewich, dated May 14, 1896 

August 10 

Sullivan appl. of Pltffk fhxn order 

of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated 

June 16, 1896 August 12 

Isaac appL of Deft Saul Issac 
firam order dated June 11, 1896 

August 12 

BatlilTe appl. of Deft fhxn order 
of Mr. Justice Stirling, dated 



April 1, 1896 



August 17 



36 In re The Meney By. Ooi^ In re The Ballway Co.\ 
Act» 1867. ft In re The Menq 
By. Acta, kc appL of G. Wad- 



Si 



appL of G. V 
r or Mr. Jv 



SttrUng, dated Augnst 6, ISM 
(order not periteted) Xngmft U 

37 In rt The National Bank of Wales ll & Inze Thi 
Oo.'s Ads, 1862. to ISM Sf»L d 
W. Tuykv firam order oflfr. 
Justice Vanghaa WUliama. <tatsd 
August 7, 1896 AugiBt 91 

»a JIb re Simpson 

^ (Grime Simpson appL of Deft, E. Sisip- 

son, fhMn ovd^- oT Mr. Jutfcc 
Kekewlcb, dated Jolj 31 1896 



Axmstrong appL of 
Older 0? 



39 Yates , .. 

Older of Mr. Jostlae Kskevldi. 
dated July 3^ 1896 (order not per- 
ftded) September II 

.^ilnre Maule 

*^ Ichester Maule i^pL of PltflT. firam order 

of Mr. JiMOoa Kektwkh, ditod 
August 3, 1896 September 29 

., CInre J. Smith 

^^iDavidson Myrtle appL of Defta.. H. Smitii ft 

ors., firam order of Mr. Jmtlce 
Kekewich, dated June 96, 1896 



2 Holt 



3 Barcn>fl 



FrojTi tJie County FcUatine (hurt </ 

Laiuxuier, 

1 Kennedy Dodson appL of Deft, J. B. Dodeai, 

firam order of the Vlce-ChaaoeUsr 
of the County pyatine of 1a- 
caster, datedOec It, 1895 

Smith appLofPltftflhim Older of 
the VioeXaianoeUor of tiie Conntr 
Palatine of Lancsster, dated April 
16. 1896 July U 

Smith appL of Pltflb. fhan Oder «C 
tiie y ice-awnosikr of the OMnty 
lilattne of Lancsster, dsted June 
20, 1896, and applB. of PltlBk f« 
leave to adduce flnrther evhlaioe 
on appl., ftc. (to OQUM on with 
appl., by order, dated July 22, 
1896) Ju<yl» 

. 5 In re Schlass 

* ) Ashworth Schloss appl. of Deffes. firam order 

of tiie VIoeOiaiieellor of Um 
County PfthUlne of Lsneiiler, 
dated August 11, 1806 AugmtM 

6 Gareile The Llvenxml Ry. PenMBent 

Benefit IteUdlng Soo. appL d 
PItir. fhan order of the Tk«- 
Chancellor of the Osunly FilstfM 
of Lancsster, dated Augott 4, 
1896 Ssptcmter 3 



IVom the Chancery Divuion. 
Intkrlocutoby List. 

188a 

In re A. E. Fentoo, gent (one -ftc) appL of H. 
CAthcazt in peraoo, fhin order tf 
Mr. Justice Stirling, dsted Nov. 
14, 1896 (a.a Cor security ftr 
costs) December 7, IMS 



The Debenture Corpn. Id. v. C. de Mnrrlela ft Go. U* 
appL of PMEl firam order of Mr. 
Justice cutty, dateJ MaySi,l»* 

Jidy» 
2 Ernest Loma Gold Mines M. Hf^J* 
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ChHQr. dttedJiily 31; 18M (older 
no* perfected) AngOBt 8 

OiltaPiite BrattMM k Co. appl. of 
Defts. from order of Mr. JiuUoe 
Kekewlch, dated Julj 31, 18M 

AagQBkll 

4 J. BiinmeAd t Sou r. T. E. Brhumeid k Sons Id. 

•ppl. of Defto. firom order of Mr. 

Jo&tioe North, dated August 11. 

1896 AngOBt la 

Ebmunii i^;»L of Fldb. ftom order 
of Mr. JtiaUce Stirling, dated 
Aagost 7, 1896, and croes-nottce 
of Deft, dated Aagnst 14, 1896 
(order not perfected) Aagoet 13 

Khmunn appL of Ikft. fhxn order 
of Mr. JoBtfoe Sttrling. dated 
AngoBt 7, 1896 (order not per- 
fected) August 16 
d k GnanUanahlp of Infanta' Act, 1 886 

Annealqr appi. of J.M. Maodonald 
from order of Mr. Jnatloe Keke- 
wkb. dated Angoat 10, 1896 (order 
not perfected) Angost 39 



3 Megert 



S £hn 



:« ibmaan] 



flare 
iXaodould 



ft Piiiltle 



Shaipe appL of Pltff. from order of 
Mr. JuHtice Chitty fritting a$ 
VaeatioH Judge), dated Septem- 
ber 9, 1896 (older not perfected) 
September 23 

SImpeoD k Sons Id. appL of Pttff. 
fhan order of Mr. Jnetke Gave 
(riUing as Vacation Judge\ dated 
September 30, 1896 October 7 



afainet 
Hoo^ 



la Clarke 



From the Queen's Bench Divisum. 

FOB HBABINO. 

Final Lm. 

188a 

1 Ib letlieDntjoa the Estate of the late sir Tbomaa 
Greaham, and In re the Cnetoma 
and Inland Bevenne Act, 1886 
iBtvenw Side) appl. of the 
Commrs. of Inland Keveniw flnom 
Jnstioes Vaogban Williams and 
Wright, dated March 3, 1896 
(stand over for day to be named) 

. , March 13 

1 In R an Application by Bobert Honey for relief 
* " claim, kc. appl. of R. 
. firom Judgt of Mr. Jnstioe 
Cave, dated March 6, 1896 

March 19 

3 IV Smelting Company of Awtnlia Id. v. The 
Commrs. of Inland Bevenne 
(Hevenvt Side) appL of Applte. 
fromjndgt of Baron Pollock and 
Mr. JosUce Bnu», dated May 23, 
1896 (day to be named) June 9 

* iuDo RUet appl. of Deft, firom Jndgt of 

Mr. Justice Gruitham, dated 
May 16, 1896, at trial without 
ajnry, Middleeez paitheaid 

June 10 
Mnirbead i4>pL qf Pltff. fhan Jndgt. 
of Mr. Justice Grantham, dated 
Jmie 3, 1896, at trial with common 
Jary. Middlesex Jnne 11 

Bdly appLcrDefts.fh)mJndgt.of 
Ifr. Justice Wins, dated Jnne 6, 
1896, at trial without a Jury. 
Middlesex Jnne 11 

» The London County Council «. Grove (Surveyor of 
Taxes) appL of Applts. fhm 
Jndgt. of Baron Pollock and Mr. 
Justice BnK^ dated May 16, 1896 
(day to be named) June 13 

9 IThc Smm Wright (Surveyor of Tkxes) 

(Wright (Surveyor of Taxes) v. London Comity 
Council appL of London County 
Council firam Judgt. of Baron 
FbUock and Mr. Justice Brace, 
dated May 15, 1896 (b.o. untU 
after deciskn bi No. 7) June 13 

S rnner Bsker appl. of Deft, ftom Jndgt of 

Mr. Justice Wills, dated June 6, 
188», at trial without a Jury, 
Middlesex June 16 

1ft The Manchester, SheOeld k Lfaicohishlie By. Co. v. 
The Guardians of the Poor of 



Union appl. of Pltib. 

Judgt of Mr. Justice Day, 

May 11, 1896, at trial wltti- 

OQt a Jury, Middlesex June 16 

U The DUcot* Xewbuiy k Southampton By. Co. v. 

The Great Western By. Co. k 



The' London k South Western By. 
Cow (Bailway k Gsnal Commis- 
slon) i^pl. of the London k 
South Western By. Co. firam Jndgt. 
of Mr. Justice ColUus k Sir F. 
PeeU dated June 13, 1896 

June 18 
Sax appL of Delta, fhxn Judgt of 
Mr. Justice Matiiew, dated May 
18, 1896, at trial wiUiout a Jmy 

June 19 

13 North-Eastem By. Co. v. Bnmton k Son (Crown 

Side) appl. of PltflT. fhxn Jndgt 
of Justioes Cave k Wills, dated 
June 9, 1696 Jnne 30 

14 The Vestry of St. Martin's-tai-tiiA-Fields v. Waid 

appl. of Pltib. fifom Judgt of Mr. 
Jufltice Will^ dated April 16, 
1896, at trial without a Jury, 
Middlesex June 33 

15 Sellars Brown- appl. of Pltff. firam Jndgt. 

of Mr. Justice Kennedy, dated 

June 17, 1896, at trial without a 

Jury, Middlesex (seetuntty ordered) 

June 34 

16 Bensaude Thames k Menay Marine Insoe. 

Co. appl. of Defks. firam Jndgt of 
Mr. Justice Collins, dated June 33, 
1896, at trial wittiont a Jury, 
Middlesex June 36 

17 Sims Trollope&SoDS appLof Pltif. from 

Jndgt of Mr. Justice Gruitham, 
dated Jnne 10, 1896, at trial with- 
out a Jury, Middlesex June 37 

18 HoodBarrs Grossman & Prichard appL of Pltff. 

from Judgt of Mr. Baron Pollock, 
dated June 30, 1896, at trial with- 
out a Jury, Middlesex July 1 

19 Wilmot Alton appL of Pltff. firam Judgt of 

The Lord Chief Justice, dated 
June 37, 1896, at trial without a 
Joxy, Middlesex July 3 

20 Lord Gerard, Applt v. The Kent County Council, 

Bespts. Cprowm Side) anpL of 

Applts. firam Judgt of Justices 

Gave k Wills^ dated June 10, 1896 

July 6 

21 The County CouncU of Middlesex, Applts. v. The 

Aflsenment Committoe of St. 
Georgo'a Union, in the County of 
Lcndon, Bespts. (Crown Side) 
u>pl. of Applts. man Judgt of 
Jttftlcea Cave k Wills, dated 
June 8, 1896 July 6 

22 The West of England Fire k Life Insoe. Co. v. 

Isaacs appl. of Deft finom Judgt. 
of Mr. Justice Collins, dated 
June 11, 1896, at trial without a 
Jury, Middlesex July 9 

33 The Plymouth, Stonehouse k Devonport Trsms Co. 
V. The Genend Tolls Co. Id. 
appl. of Deft firam Jndgt of Mr. 
Justice Day, dated Jnne 33, 1896, 
at trial wtUwot a Jury, Exeter 

July 10 

24 The Bockingham By. k Jarradale Timber Co. Id. v. 
Allen appl. of Deft from Jndgt 
of Mr. Justice BlaUiew, dated 
April 34. 1896, at trial without a 
Jury, Middlewx July 18 

26 Attorney-Gen. Baron Wolverton appl. of Deft. 
flxNn Jodgt of Baron Pollock k 
Mr. Justice Braoe^ dated July 3, 
1896 July 18 

26 Little B. & S. H. Thompson appL of 

PltifSt firam Jndgt of Mr. Justice 
Mathew, dated July 14, 1896, at 
trial witiiont a Jury, Middlesex 

July 30 

27 McNeill HUl appL of Deft, firam Jndgt of 

Mr. JoBtlce Giantham, dated 
Jnne 39, 1886, at trial witiiont a 
Jury, Leicester July 30 

38 Swann Pickett appL of C. Pickett firam 

Judgt of Mr. Justice Day, dated 
July 18, 1896, at trial without a 
Jury, Middlesex July 30 



39 Dixon 



30 Pittman 



Great Wertena By. Co. appL of 
DeOt firam Jndgt of The Lord 
Chief Jnstloa, dated July 16, 1896, 
at trial wltii special Jury, MMdle- 
July33 



31 



(Chapman 
IWlI&g 



Prudential Depoelt Bank Id. appL 
of Pltff. in Kraoo finom Jndgt of 
Mr. Jnsttee WUla, dated July 16, 
1896, at trial wtthouti a Juiy. 
Middlewx July 33 

Pilling 

I (by oonnter-daim) appl. 
' Deft, Pilling, from Jndgt of 



32 Bolte 



Mr. Justice ColUns dated April 3B, 
1896, at trial without a Jmy, 
Middlesex July S3 

Prell, RnshaU k Co. appL of Deft, 
from Jndgt. of Mr. Jaitioe Mathew, 
dated July 13, 1896, at trial with- 
out a Jury, Middlesex Julr ti 

33 The Dicido Iron Ore Co. Id. v. The Bhymney Iron 

Co. Id. appL of Difta. from 
Judgt of Mr. Justice Mattiew, 
dated Jn^ 33, 1896, at trial witti- 
oot a Jury, Middlesex July 80 

34 Lane Cox appL of Pltff. fhim Jndgt of 

The Lord Chief Justic^ dated 

July 16, 1896, at trial with spedal 

Jury, Middlesex July SO 

35 The Chicago By. Terminal Elevator Co. (Applla.) r. 

The Commrs. of Inland Bevenue 
(Bespts.) appl. of BeaplB. firam 
Jndgt of^ Baron Pollock and Mr. 
Justice Brace, dated July 3, 1890 
August 4 

36 JelUooe Alooek appl. of Pltff. firam Judgt 

of Mr. Justice Wright, dated 
July 9, 1896, at trial (Jury dia- 
charaedX MiddlttMUc Augusts 
87 Steamship Hcatiifleld £ Co. Id. v. T. Bodenacher k 
Barr, Behrend, k Boss amd. of 
Defts. firam Jndgt. of Mr. Jnstioe 
Mathew, dated July 31, 1896, at 
trial wttbout a Jury, MkUlescix 

AugnstS 

38 Florio Sutheist Ie Haseldlne appl. of Deft. 

Haaeldine firam Judgt. of Mr. 
Justice Gnutham, dated July 30, 
1896, at trial wlthcmt a Jury. 
MkkUesex August 6 

39 Baker Ambrose appeal of Delt firam Judgt 

of Mr. Justice Wright, dated 
July 80, 1896, at trial with spedal 
Jury, MIddleeex August 7 

40 The North Staffordshire ChantiMr of Commerce 

(Applicante) v. North Steflbrd- 
shire By. do. (Bailway k Canal 



n) appL of Applicants 
fkom Judgt of Mr. Justice Collins, 
The Bight Bm- Sir F. PMl, and 
YlBoount Gobham, dated July 39, 
1896 August 8 

. , ( The Ambrose— 1896— FoUo 630 

*^ > J. M. Lennard ft Sons M. v. W. N. White appL 
of Deft, tnm Jndgt of the Pvesi. 
dent, dated July 10, 1896 

Augusts 

43 HoweU Stephenson (Watson, Sid party) 

appl. of Third Party firam Jndgt 
of Mr. JiMtioe Wright, dated 
July 39, 1896, at trial wittiout a 
Jury, MidrtkHser August 11 

43 Lsngworthy Diamond Merchanto k Jewelleia' 

Co. appL of DeOt firam Jndgt. 
of Baron PbUock, dated Aug. 4, 
1896, at trial witiiont a Jury, 
MMdleaez -^"S?"* ^^ 

44 VanderOoor Harrison & Co. appl. of H. B. Cox 

tnm Judgt of Mr. Justice Wright 
dated JxSy 39, 1896, at trial with- 
out a Jury, Middlesex August 13 

45 yirkham Attcnborougfa appL of Deft, fhan 

Judgt. of Mr. Jortke Grantham, 
dated Aug. 3, 1896, at trial wtth- 
out a Jury, Miidlesex August 13 

Frsser appl. of Deft, from Jndgt. 
of Mr. Jnstioe Matiiew, dated 
Aug. 6. 1896, at trial without a 
Jury, l^fcddlesex August 13 

GUI S|>pl. of Defls. from Judgt 
of Mr. Justice Grantham, datei 
Aug. 8, 1896. at trial without a 
Jury August 13 

Gennaa appl. of Pltff. fhmi Jndgt. 
of the Lord Chief Jnstioa, dated 
Aug. 6, 1896, witik special Jur}-, 
Middlesex Angut 12 

49 Nelson Bros, k Co. v. 8haw, SaviU k Albkm Co. Id. 

appl. of Defts. from Jndgt of Mr. 

Justice MaUiew, dated Angust 8, 

_ 1896 Angust 15 

50 Susman '^ Ehrmann Bros. appL of Deft firom 

Jndgt of BCr. Justice Oive, dated 
August 10, 1896, at trial without 
a Jury, Liverpool August 17 

51 HIU HiU appL of Pltff. firam Judgt of 

Mr. Justice Collins, dated August 
II, 1896, at trial wtthout a Jury, 
Warwick Angost 30 

63 Brandon Bqyce appL of Deft from Judgt. 

of Mr. Justlee Hawkins, dated 

Digitized by VnO^ 2X1 
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6ft NfttloDAl OpaUte Glased 



SoAit k Co. Appl. of ritff. from 
jQdgt. of Ifr. Jutloe Mathew, 
dated July 31. 1896. at trial with- 
oQt a Jnnr. Middlesex August 22 



c TUe STBdloBie kl. v. 



Cemllte Syndicate Id. appl. of 
Defts. ttom Jndgt of Mr. JoBtke 
Grantham, dated Augost 6, IBM. 
at trial wlthoot a Jnry. MiddleMx 
September 1 

65 In re W. M. BOer, Solr.. Ie In re The SoUdton' 
Act, 1888 appl. of W. M. Baker 
Ihm Jodgt. of Bftron FbUock ft 
Mr. Justice Day, dated Angost 5, 
18M September 1 

06 DennlsoD Booeey Ie Go. appL of PitfT. ftnm 

Jndgt of Mr. Jnsttce Grantham, 
dated Angnst 10, 18M, at trial 
witbont ainry, MkkUeeex 

Septembers 

S7 EntB Wright, Odell Ie Smith appl. of 

Pltff. from Jndgt. of Mr. Jnstloe 
Wright, dated Jnly 29, 1899, at 
trial wlthoot a Jnxy, MMdIeeex 

Oclober9 

68 Thorpe Hannan appl. of Deft. C. Barman 

ihnn Jndgt of Mr. JnsUce Mathew, 
dated Jn(y 3, 1899, at trial witboat 
• Jnry, Lewea October 9 



From Probate, Divorce, and Admiraliy 

IHvmon, 

(AdmiraUy.) 

FOB HEABDIO. 

With Nauiieal Ajneuor$. 

1886. 

, ( Caasel— l896.~FoUo 100 (damage) 

) Ffege Ie on. Owners of Cassel appL of PltflT. 

f^om Jndgt of Mr. Jnstice Barnes, 

dated April 18, 1899 July 8 

„ J John o'Sootl~1896.— Folk) 162 (damage) 

* (Owners of S8. W. M. Holby v. Owners of SS. John 

o'Soott appl. of Pltif. fhym Jndgt 

of Mr. Jnstice Bames, dated 

Jane 17, 1899 Jnly 16 



From the Queen^e Bench Divuion, 

Nkw Tbial Pafbb. 

1886. 



1 Slade • Hawkins appln.of Deft, for Jndgt 

or new trial on appL from venikt 
and Jndgt, dated Jnly 9. 1896, at 
trial before Mr. Jnstke Lawrance 
and common Jnry, MfcMksex 

July 16 

2 White Gruiada Steamship Co. M. appln. 

of Defts. for Jndgt or new truu on 
appl. ftom venlict and Jndgt, 
dated July 9, 1896, at trial before 
Mr. Justice Gollina and special 
Jnry, Middlesex Jniy 18 

3 Ncwmark Davies h, Co. appfai. of PltflT. for 

Jndgt. or new trial on appl. from 
venlict and Jodgt, dated June 24. 
1896, at trial before Mr. Jnstfce 
Vangban Williams and common 
Jnry, Glamorgan Jnly 24 

4 O'Mcam Boms apphi.ofI>eft. Bams for Jodgt 

or new trial on appl. from verdict 
and Jndgt, dated Jidy 16, 1896, 



6 Hooper 



6 Jackson 



T llok>phaneId. 



8 Stephens 



9 Mitchell 



10 Dark>w 



,. (Stamp 
** tstamp 



12 Hartlani 



13 WalUoe 



14 I^ancaster 



16 Gray 



16 Yonng 



at trial before Mr. Justke Cave 
and special Jnry, Mkkllesex Jnly 26 

Holme & King appfai. of Pltff. for 
Jndgt. or new trial on appL from 
vo^i and Jndgt, dated Jnly 20, 
1896, at trial before Mr. Justice 
Mathew and special Jury, Mkklle- 
sex Jnly 30 

Kmger Ie Go. appfai. of Defls. ft« 
Jndgt or new trial on appl. from 
verdkt and Jndgt, dated Jnly 24. 
1896, at trial bejTore Mr. Justice 
Vangban Wllliama withoot a 
Jury, London Jnly 31 

Heaseltine appln. of Deft lor 
Jndgt or new trial on appl. tmox 
verdict and Jndgt. dated Jnly 28, 
1896, at trial before Mr. Jnstice 
Lawrance and oommnn Jnry, 
MkkUesex 

Cooke uyphi.orDeAa. for Jodgt or 
new trial on appl. flram verdict 
and Jodgt, dated Jn^r 7. at trial 
befoK T. H. Baylis, EBq., Q.C. 

Angnst 1 

Levy appln. of Pltff. for Jodgt or 
new trial on appl. fttm venlict 
and Jodgt, dated Jnly 17, 1896, at 
trial before Mr. Jnstke Kennedy 
and common Jury, Dnrtiam 

Angnst 7 

Bland wphi. of Defts. for Jndgt or 
new trial on »pl. fnmi vodict 
and Jodgt., dated Auf. 8, 1896. at 



1. fnmi vodict 
'Aug. e 
trial before T. H. Jaylis, Esq.. 



17 Matthews 



q.C. August 7 

Williama k Jones 

Wllliama k Jooes (oonaoilkkted) 
appln. of Defta. for Jodgt or new 
trial on appL firam verdict an 1 
Jodgt. dated Aug. 1, 1896, at 
trial before Mr. Commlaskmer 
Dugdak and special Jury, Liver- 
pool August 12 

Yapp appln. of Deft, for Jodgt or 
new trial on appl. firam veniiit 
and Jodgt, dated Jnly 31. 1896. 
at trial before Mr. Jnsttoe ColUns 
and special Jnxy, Middlesex 

August 13 

White apotai. of Deft for Jodgt or 
new trial on appl. fhm venlict 
and Jodgt, dated Aug. 6, 1896, at 
trial before the Lonl Chief Justice 
and special Jnry, Middlesex 

August 13 

Clough k Co. appln. of Pltff. for 
Jndgt or new trial on appl. ftmn 
verdict and Jndgt., dated Aug. 4, 
1896k at trial before Mr. Jnstke 
fimce (Jnry discharged) Leeds 

August 14 

Cooper appln. of Deft. Cooper fur 
Jodgt or new trial on appL fhim 
verdict Ie Jndgt, dated Aug. 7, 
1896, at trial before Mr. Justice 
Wright k common Jnry, MM- 
dlesex August 28 

Bailey appln. of Deft, for Jndgt or 
new trial on appl. flrom verdict k 
Jodst, dated Aug. 1, 1896, at 
trial before Mr. Justice Vangban 
WillUmB Ie special Jury, MkkUe- 
ccx Set^ember 19 

Earle appln. of Deft for Jndgt. or 
new trial on appl. ftom venUct k 
Jodgt, dated July 18. 1896, at 
trial before Mr. Jnstice Cave 
without a Jury, Manchester 

October9 



From the Queen* % Bench Division, 

ilnBankrufUn.) ^^^, 

In re Bradley (exple. The Debtor) againat a n 

ceiving order made by Hr. Begjb 

trarGiflhid 
In re Cannot (expfee. The Debtor) against older < 

Mr. Bcgiatrar GUhM rdtetng t 

^mroveacheme 
In re Tetley (exple. The Tmslee) a^sinst orier « 

Mr. Justice Vangban WilUama 
In re Brum (expte. The Delitor) against lecdvin 

order made by Mr. •" -•^- 

Oiflhrd 
In re Taykv (expte. The DcMor) agrinrt 

onier made by Mr. Begistn 

Unkkter 
In re Ftowers k Co. (exple. Pmtiontng Credilm 

against order of Mr. Begirt^ 

riope dftmiaslng petMoo 
In re Betls (expte. The Debtor) against recelvini 

onler made by Mr. Begistai 

Giflbnl 
In re Hodges (expte. The DeMer) agafaut reoeivlii 

order made by Mr. Registru 

Giibnl 



From the Queen's Bench Dicision, 

Ihtbrlooutobt Lbt. 

1886. 

1 The Taff! Vale By. Go. «. Davis & Sena U. appLol 

PItiEk fknm order of Banai PoUock 
Ie Mr. JuMloe Bmce. <bted Mv IS, 
1896(a.o.fiord^9obe 

2 Bowler The Baberttn 



labertOB Development ^ 

U. iCrmm ^de) appl. 

r. Ikmn onto of Mr. Jasl 



Jaie8 
ji. 

«f 



3 Fox 



10 FoUer&Co. 



11 Whyte 



PltiKs. fhim order of Baron 
dated August 10, 1896 Ai««tll 

Bmrell Ie Son appL of Pltfh. fM 
order of Jostioes Doy ftlAWianci 
dated August 7, 1896 Aogoat I 

Lom BaMonr of Borleigh appL4 
Pltff. in penon fhan order of 3il 
Justice Gave, dated SqUembff 14 
1896 September 1 

N,B.— The above List oontains Ghanoery, Palatine, and Queen's Bench Final and Interlocutory Appeals set down to October 10, 189(1 

inclusive. 



Pltff. 

Brace, dated June 6» 1896 

June 93 
Jerome appl. of Fltff. firam order 
of Mi; Jostioe Doy, <teted July n, 
1896 J^99 

4 National Goaidian Assce. Co. M. v. Foolslan appL 
of Pltib. from order of Mr. Justice 
Day. dated Jnly SB. 1896 

JnlyJl 

9 Hood Bairs Heriot appL of Pltff. from ordercf 

Bwnn PoUoGk. dated July 13, 1816 

Angmtl 

6 Bhma Christen & anr. appl. of Deft from 

order of Mr. Justice Dsy. dat«l 
July SI. 1896 Augusti 

Y llie Qoeen The Rt. Hon. Lord Leigh It en 
The Standing Joint Committee 
FbUce Authority iOnwn "" 
appl. of Proaecotlon fhm o 
Justices Gave ft Wills, 
Jnly 25, 1896 AngniCl 

8 The Mutual Beserve Fund Lifis Aaaoc r. The Nei 

York Life Insoe. CO. appL 4 
PltJb. from order of BarcB BiUocI 
dated August la. 1896 Asgrnil 

9 rimer's Shipbuilding Ie Iron Go. kL «. The JUtn 



Augusti 
h iKcn^' 
unMeed 

m sum 

BorderM 

Is. dste^ 



SUMMARY OF APPEALS. 

Final 

From the Obanceir Division il 

From the County Palatine Court of Lancaster 5 

From the Queen's Bench Division 5^ 

From the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division, Admiralty with Assessors ^ 

From the Queen's Bench Division Sitting in Bankruptcy ^< 

Kew Trial Paper 17 

Totals .. .. 131 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

CHANCERY DIVISION. 



MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1896. 



NOTICES RELATING TO THE CHANCERY CAUSE LIST. 

MotioBB, Petitions, and Short OanseB will be taken on the osnAl days stated in the Michaelmas Sittings Paper, with the 

following exceptions^ Tiz. :— 

lb. Justice CHirrr.— In conseqaence of Mr. Justice Ghittj sitting for the disposal of his Lordship's own Witness List from Tuesday 
Not. 3, until Saturday, Kov. 14 (inclusive), his Lordidiip's Motions and Unopposed Petitions will be taken by Mr. Justice 
North— that is to say. Motions on Thursday, Nov. 5, and Thursday, Nov. 12; Unopposed Petitions on Saturday, Nov. 7, and 
Saturday, Nov. 14. If the Witness List should be taken on any davs other than those above appointed, due notice will be given. 
When the Witness List is being taken. Further Considerations will not be taken on the Tuesdays. 

lb. JusiiCE NoBTH.— In consequence of Mr. Justice North sitting for the disposal of his Lordship's own Witness List, ficom Tuesday* 
I Nov. 17, until Saturday, Nov. 28 (inclusive), his Lordsiiip's Motions and Unopposed Petitions during that time will be taken 
by Mr. Justice CSiitty— that is to say. Motions on Thursday, Nov. 19, and Thuxsday, Nov. 26 ; Unopposed Petitions on Saturday, 
Nov. 21, and Saturday, Nov. 28. If Witness Actions can be taken on any other days than those appointed, due notice will be given. 

lb. JrsTiCE SriBLiiro. — ^In consequence of Mr. Justice Stirling sitting for the disposal of his Lordship's own Witness List from 
Tuesday, Nov. 3, until Saturday, Nov. 14 (inclusiveX his Lordship's Motions and Unopposed Petitions during that time will be 
taken by Mr. Justice Kekewich — ^that is to say. Motions and Unopposed Petitions on Thursday, Nov. 5, and Thursday Nov. 12. 
Witness Actions will probably be taken on other days than thoee mentioned above; of these due notice will be giTen. 

Hi. JvsncE Kekewich. — ^The Order of Business before Mr. Justice Kekewich will be as stated on the Sittings Paper. Actions for 
trial with witnesses will be taken on Tuesday, Nov. 17, and continued until the end of the following week. They will also be 
; taken at other times. Notice will be given in the Daily Cause List 

fdverpooi and Manehetier BuHnett, — ^Mb. JcsnoE Kekewich wQl take Liverpool and Manchester Business as follows : — 

1. Summonses in Chambers will be taken on every other Friday afternoon, commencing with Friday, Nov. 6. 

2. Motions, Short Causes, Petitions, and Adjourned Summonses on every other Saturday, commencing with Saturday, 

Nov. 7 (except Nor. 21). 

Mr. Justice Bomeb will take Witness Actions every day in the order as they stand in his Lordship's Cause Book. 

Stmmontes before the Judge in Chambers.— J usiioeB Chtttt, North, STiRLoro, and Kekewich will sit in Court the whole day on every 
Monday during the Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 

Bunmonaea Adjowmed into Court will be taken (subject to the Witness List) as follows:— Mr. Justice Chittt, with Non-Witness 
Actions, except Procedure ^nmmonses, which (if any) are taken every Saturday; Mr. Justice Stirldtg, with Non-Witness 
Actions. Mr. Justice North on the days stated in the Midiaelmas Sittings Paper, and on Fridays and Saturdays. Mr. Justice 
Kekewich on Fridays and Saturdays, and also on other days -as the Judges may direct 



SPECIAL NOTICE WITH REFERENCE TO THE CHANCERY WITNESS LISTS. 

Dnring the Michaelmas Sittings the Judges will' sit for the disposal of their own Witness Lists as follows: — 

Mr. Justice Chittt will take his Witness List for the ensuing fortnight, beginning on Tuesday, Nov. 8, and will sit continuously 
^Monday, Nov. 9, excepted) until Saturday, Nov. 14. 

Mr. Justice Nobth will begin on Tuesday, Nov. 17, and sit continuously (Monday, Nov. 23, excepted) until Saturday, Nov. 28. 

Hr. Justice Stibuno will begin on Tuesday, Nov. 3, and sit continuously (Monday, Nov. 9, excepted) until Saturday, Nov. 14. 

Mr. Justice Kekewich will begin on Tuesday, Nov. 17, and sit continuously (Monday, Nov. 23, excepted) until Saturday, Nov. 28. 

KB.— If the Witness List should be taken on any days other than those above appointed, due notice will be given. 

laming the fortnight when a Jud^ is engaged on his Witness List, Motions in Causes or Matters assigned to him (including Exparie 
Motions, but not including Motions relating to the postponement of the Trial or Hearing of any Cause -or Matter in his Lordsnip'a 
List), and also Unopposed Petitions assigned to him, will be heard by one of his colleagues as follows:— 

Those assigned to Mr. Justice CHiTTT]^will be heard by Mr. Justice North. 
Those assigned to Mr. Justice Nobth will be heard by Mr. Justice Chittt. 
Those assigned to Mr. Justice Stiblino will be heard by Mr. Justice Kekewich. 
Those assigned to Mr. Justice Kekewich will be heard by Mr. Justice Stirling. 



CHANCERY CAUSES FOR TRIAL OR HEARING, set down to Satw^day, October 10, 1896, inclusive. 

Before Mr. Justice Chittt. 
Causes roB Tbial. 



{With Witnesses,) 

to K The SoveMign Life Ance. €6. k Co.'« Acts 
■4J(L ckim (f».o. pending exmn. 
of wltnceseB) 



In ze The lUmsgale, &c Compaay Id. & Co.'s Acts 
motn. ordered to go Into Witness 
List 
Andrews Bond actkn 

jIn Te Beanmont 
(OUreini I^ne actlan 

Prowse Psige action 

S WlUett Rldesl action 

Barton Wood action 



Palmer Aahfoid action 

In re Trade Mark No. 8482 of Cecil Fane (trading, 

Ice) and Patents, Designs, Iec 

Acts motion entered to go into 

Witness List 
In le Trade Mark No. Is0,437 of Monk's Hall h, Go. 

Id. and Opposition thereto of C. 

Fane, &c motion ordered to, g* 
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,A (InroBrimmdl 
^'^ > Brimmell MonseU actkn 

HodgBoa Hodgson actkm 

iMaiquls Camden •. PhUpot ] ■*****" ctmaoiidaiw 



{ 



Speacat 
Whitwbam 



PhUpoif 

The Manchester, Sheffield and Lln- 
oolnahire By. Co. action 
16 Clemlnaon Hewitt action 

Sellen Clark action 

jIn T« C. de MorrleU and Co. Id. 
JC. de Mnrrleta k Co. Id. v. Industrial and Genenl 

Tnut Id. action 
Lane Marie Rose Gold Mining Co. Id. 

action 
Sfciianiy Coltman Ie Baker action 

10 Ovm Schonaeler action 

QiUott GUIott action 

Edwaids Witt action 

Pneninaftlc Tjn Co. Id. v. Marwood k Croes action 
Same AUom action 

25 Abbott Chaplow action 

. Tadcaster Tower Breweiy Co. Id. v. Wilson action 
« In re The BnUontein Gnn Diamond Mine Id. k 
Co.'8 Acta; IW2 to 1890 motn. of 
O. F. W. Hope cnlered to go faiio 
Witness List 
• miam J. Lyons & Co. Id. action 

Brooks Lycett action 

30 Tweedale Howard & Bnlloogh Id. action 

Vanell 6trai»»<^llln action 

Avteinatfc Coal Gas Betort Co. Id. v. Mayor, kc. of 

Salfoid action 
Gnlland DeBemaks action 

Beg«n Law Unfcm k Crown Fire k Life 

Insoeu Co. action 
35 Richards Kirk action 

The Pnenmatic Tyre Co. Id. v. The Leicester Pueu- 
maUo Tyre k Antomatic ^'alve 
Co. action 
In Be Kmger's Syndicate Id. motn. entered in 
Witness LiBt by oider, July IT, 
18S6 
Leeds and Liverpool Canal Co. «. Manchester Ship 

Canal Co. action 
fin re Edwaida 

(Sanders- Edwards action 

40 BasSb BatcUff k Gretton Id. «. Jndah action (plead- 
logs to be delivered)^ 
The Deptfurd Colonr Printing Syndicate Id. v. 

Sannders action 
Simpson Wilmot action 

Thompson Thompson action (transferred fhrni 

Q. fiTDiyiskni) 
Tribe Sage action and coonter-claim 

45 Coltburst Leathley action 

(InreTreheme 

)Weldon Williams action 

Turner Haidaway action 

In re Janes' Petition, 1895, Ko. 10,920 pelu. ortlered 

to go into Witness Lbt 
Mitchell J. Beach, Jnnr. action 

50 BatcliiT Gleadowe action 

Browne Beck action 

Davies Townsend action 

Wood Ive action 

Lock Campbell actkm 

55 Carlisle Caf6 Co. Id. v. Mose Brothers k Co. action 
set down by order (pleadlngii to 
be delivere.1) 
Hnnt Fripp a.tion 

Farmer School Board for Ix>udon action 

l*rall Oann actton 

Hallett Mnsgrave action 

60 Tanner Tanner acticm 

In re The Bnlfontein Son Diamond Mine M. k Co.'s 
Acts motion ordered to go into 
WltnefM List 
Incandescent Gas Light Co. Id. v. T. CnrUs k Co. 
action 
63 Same Co. R. Hainsworth k Co. ation 



Causes tor Tbial. 



(Without TTrtneMtt.) 



fin re Ly wood 
^Lywood 
( In re Turner 
(Spencer 
I In re Turner 
t Spencer 

CinreLee 
tPatteaou 
.{ In re Clements 
iCoppin 



Wright adjd. 

Dawson a^d. sumns. 

Dawson a4Jd. sumns. adranceJ by 
order 



Miles adjd. 
Wilkin adJd. 



pt. hd. 
pt hd. 



Alves 



Peat action (stand cat of List UU 
sumns. disposed of by order) 

In re The Paddhigton Estate Trustees kV.kV. Act, 
1874 a^jd. sumns. 

In re Abeidein's Estate a4)d* stuuns. 

In re Horn k Francis, gent., kc (taxation) at^d. 



Storey 



10 In re C. E. Bell's Settlement mijii. sumiw. 

'fhe Har\-ey Steel Co. v. Har\'eT Continental Steel 
Co. Id. special case 
British Gold Fields of West Aflica 
Id. motion entered in Non- Wit- 
ness List by Older 
(InTeEllloU 
t Elliott 
I In re Brown 
(Brown 
. (In re Cosier 
") Humphreys 
jIn re Bnller 
(Beaufbrd 



Ellkitt anUd. 

Aoombe ac^d. sumns. (PltfT. deatl) 

Gadsden adJd. sumnB. 



Bradshaw adJd. sumns. 
In re The Streatbam k Oeneial Estate Co. (8. 16) 
a<Ud. sumns. 
Mllner ac^d. sumns. 



Ballard 
JIn re Little 
1 Little 

( In re Baxter 

(Baxter 

j In re Meyrick 

iMeyrick 

j In re Rogers 

1 Mills Beeves adJd. 

In re an Arbtn. between J. Moore k the Exors. of 
W. H. Moore, dec. ft In re the 
Arbitiatiou Act, 1889 spectal 
case stated by umpire 



Little a4Jd. sumns. 
Lake a4)d. sumns. 
Baxter a^Jd. sumns. 
Hargreaves a4Jd. sumns. 



«. ( In re Ponfrford 
**t Toller 

j In re Ponstowl 

( Brutton 

Fell 



( In re Boys 
IBoys 
Cottrell 
30 Anderson 



Ponsfbid a4Jd. 

Toller a4Jd. sumns. advanced by 

order 
The Official Trustee of Charity 

Lands adJd. sumns. 



Hardy acUd. i 
Barker aoyi. sumns. 
Avery action 
In re J. Arnold Slaughter, kc, a4Jd. sumns, 
( In re Woodward 



Woodward ac^d. sumns. 
Collins action set down by onier, 
dated May 22, 1896 



Harrington a^Ud. 
Grain a4Jd. sumns. 

Smith a4)d. sunms. 

Wicks acUd. 



(Thorley 
Smith 

j In re Bowles 
(Bowles 
35 Sherrin 
j In re Peerless 
1l>eerlees 
J In re Wicks 
1 Wicks 
( In re Miles 
1 Miles Miles a4Jd. 

with ftur. con. 
( In re Murray 
1 Pennington 

JIn re Hodge 
(Green 

j In re Buchanan 

( Buchanan Buchanan a<Ud. 

Cator Blackheath Concert HaU Co. adJd. 



sumns. to come on 



Denne a4Jd. 
Same a4Jd. sumns. 
Hodge tOid. 



Capel Hobbs action 

.. (In re Baker 
^^tGoIdanlth Goklsmtth a4Jd. smnn. 

jIn re Johnstone 

(Harris C3iegwyn a^Jd. sumns. 

Jin re £. Owen 

(Reeve Yeck a4Jd. sumns. 

(In re Good 

(Russell Miles a4Jd. sumns. 

(In re Mortimer 

(Slater Taylor anUd. sumns. 

50 In re E. Cook's Estate adJd. snmna. 

In re Abrey k Hughes's Ckmtract Is V. k P. Act, 
1874 at^d. sumns. 

(In re Robinson 

(Arnold Robinson a4Jd. sumns. 

(In re Gedge 

(Gedge Gedge at^d. sumns. 

JIn re G. Smith 

(Russell Summere adJd. sumns. 

55 In re C. T. Rhodes, a Solr., kc, (taxatkm) adjd. 

In re The Same (expte. C. T. Rhodai) taxation 
a^jd. sumns. 
JIn re Thomson 
(Strickland Thomson a4jd. sumns. 



In re W. Wreford. dec a4Jd. sumns. 
JIn re Whitaker 

(Alnl^ Alnley motn. to yaxy, cnlereJ by 

order 
60 C(dlins Samuelaon a4)d. sumns. 

(In re Sir R. FMl's Trasto 
<lu,n Von der H^d's Trusto 
(Peel Osborne mi^i. ■miw. 

In re Tocqne k Jtodyk, Solrs., kc (taxn.) .a4)d. 



In re Weekes' Settlement k London, Briglitan I; 
Sooth Coast By. Cow a4)d.8aBos. 
( In re Joese 

( Hall ' Josse a4|d. somn& 

65 Rowortfa Feathentone motn. fir jndgt 

In re Hayes k Hnlbuxd's Contract k V. k P. Act, 

1874 a4id. sumns. 
In re Spry k Foretier's Settled BBtates k SttOti 

Land Acta a(Ud.8umiH. 
( In re Alvey 

INorbom Alvcy adJd. sumns. 

ilnreBetts 
tMadean Betto a4id.BomnB. 

Chegwyn 0)d. sumns. 



In re Johnstone 



'«{lUnl. 

i In re MacmuUcn 



iMacmuIlen Talbot a(IUd.samna. 
Jinre Waddington 
I Bacon 



Bacon a4Jd. sumns. 



O'Brien a4Jd. i 
Fonter motn. for judgt» 
«.Gnllkk a4>l.i 



Shilson a4>Li 



jInreBam 
(Ram 
Patrick 
75 Wd 

I In re Shllion 
t Shilson 
j In re Aehbury 

tEkler Chuich a4)d. nmns. 

Silcock Wani motn. for Judgt. (nhort) 

In re T. Gladwfai fc Charing Ooes By. Act» ltf» 

aiUd. smnna. 
In re Graham k Thomson'a Contract kY.k?. A<i 
1874 a4Jd. aomna. 
81 Perks Shepherd actkm & motn. (or Jodgt 



FURTHSR OONSIDERATIONB. 



Gore 
Calland 

(In re Wlllin 
tCundeU 



Baring 
- ( In re Young 
°t Young 

KingamiU 



Fagan ftir. con. 
Darley second tar. con. (est dova 
by directkin U Chief Clttk) 

Hanrott Iter. oon. a4)d. fhm ChMa- 
bere and two summonsei of Jtte 
Fonl,^ 

Lord Ashburton second for. oon. 



( In re Kemp 

(Kemp 
3 I In re Jackman 
'tliec 



Cotter tar. oon. 

The Italo Britannica Bojal Italitt 

Mail Steam J^avigatioB Co. U. 

fur. con. 

Jacob fur. oon. 
Jackman second fur. ouo. 



Before Mr. JuBti(» North. 
Causes fob Trial. 

CWUh WUnsaa.) 

Collins Woodihi actkn (notbefineDecH, 

1897) 

The Yorkshire Banking Co. kL v. Btnglfy actloa 
(8.O. until appeal dlqwaed of) 

In re The Consort Deep Level Gold Mines kl.i • 
and Co.'8 Acta motn. of ?| 
Meeare. Stark Is Ellisbn 1 1& 
set dowu In Witness List || 

In re The Same, kc. motn. of H. Ronell- [ |g 
.Smith set down in WitneM 9| 
List by order / ^ 

6 Gill Brown acttan 

Ulppisley Sweet actkn 

jIn re I*ritcbard 

"iDaviea Evans action .^ . 

Hughes, Chenery Jt Co. t». Mines AoquleitlaB. *J. 

Co. Id. (tianaferred frm U-^ 

—to come on with another 9Ctm 

not yet set dvwn) 

Davies Walter action ,_. ^ 

10 Chariton Duval RMtaannta fcr UnAm M. 
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Geiwral Louk and Disooiut Ck). Id. 



KcDy KeUy uHoa 

WflUs Swwt actioD 

Foner Palowr actioD 

1) Hiinp HtfTop ftctloo 
J hie Stevens 



(SooMb HamUloii action withont ptoadiags, 

set down by order, May 1*, 18M 
Snytb IfalmD Helbnnner Id. actioii 

TlieAented Bread Go. Id. v. Shepherd action 
M Bidtoclie Anllln k Soda Fabrik v. H. Jofaneon t Co. 



HflnfkU aekton 



GatUaoB actkn & motn. for tndgt. 
NokM action 

trchaae Go. Id. V. Leigh action 
Ftwkfls Lewis action 

Fnqr Sweet action 

UnUey Conder action 

Attmey-Gen. Conn.ofGBm1n1d8e action 
N 3iilDS West Australian Minerals. &c. Co. 

Id. action 
FUxwOUams Lewis action (pleadings to be 

deilTend) 
Cfiam Pontto action 

In re the Dnnkp Troffanlt Cycle Ca Id. (motion 

ordered to go into Witness List) 
IMter Glark action 

3S Psenmsttc Tyre Co. id. v. Lee action 

Suae Fleetwood Tyre Co. Id. actloa 

SMhU HevlU action 

flnieliovBid 

(Hovud Howard action 



M Dfckion Eking action 

SMders Prioe action (withoot pfeatUogs) 

Popbtm Biooka action 

teToUtch Snthent acttoo ft coanter-chtfan 
Vcanp Cnnfoid action 

e Dnlen Singh HtU action ft oonnter-clalm 
Tte SoQthall Norwood Urban District Council r. 

Monsted action 
Eooyd Oonlthard action 

Mad W^eicher action 

Ha Lewin actton 

^ l«ggett Gardiner action 

llBRGnter 

lOnter Lake acUon 

lockjer Harvey ft Co. action 

Short Montmore action 

I^vion Thompson action 

H Tbe Rud d'Or Mines Id. «. Heindorf actlcn 
Aktiebolaget Sepnxmtorv. Dairy Outfit Co. kl. action 
Brk Kirk action 

The London ft Connty Banking Co. Id. v. Goddaid 

action 
Fmmatlc Tyre Go. Id. «. The Ixlon Patent Fnea- 
matlc Tyre Co. Id. action 
R Bowen The Aersted Bread Co. id. action 

MUhod Ry. Co. V. Toplias action 
l47«ck Jamleson ft W. I'ake action 

Sadtfi Rowlands action 

C. de MniTleta ft Co. id. v. Oalindez action 
" ^wgeon A. Spnrgeon Id. action 

Wilkinson Storry action 

Biran Bemsteln action 

b le The Marfo Rose GoM Mining Co. Id. ft Co.'8 
Acts (expte. R. Blarkdiam) 
motion orJerei to go into Witness 
List 
Veantakg Venning, the elder action 

'• Attoniey-GeD. The Hendon Rural District Conncll 
action 



\ 



Causes fob Trial. 
{Without Witne98e$.) 

fniot Cock action 

Uwrence Adams action 

jtoire J. Potter 

(PtttCT ByarsftCo. motion for Jiidgt. 

, g«ipelhow Scott motion for Jndgt. (short) 
» Gomtians of Pnor of West Derby Union ». Met. 
Life Assce. Soc. special case 
JenriB The MewcasUe and Gateshead 

. ^ Waterworks Co. actkm 

' GunUansoT Ftoor of West Derby Union v. Prieet- 
man special case 



Abjol-bited Sttmmonses, 
jIn re Bobinwn 

Robinson (stand oyer for an affidarlt 
to be made) 



In re Foster 

Foster Foster 

I In re S. Smith 
'^Johnson Panchard 

In re Wortham ft Settled Land Acta 



6 Pratt 
(In re Elliot 
(Taylor 
JIn re Wyse 
'Wyse 
' In re Marker 

Marker 

InreBroad 

BakeweU 

In re Spalding 

Spalding 

InreSame 

Same 

In re Richmond 

iCToleman 
jIn re Wise 
IlLlndsey 

,In re Bkkey 
iHnll 



10 { 



Drewry 

EUtot 

Wyse 

Marker 

Broad 

Shaw(H. E.Spalding) 

Same(T. A. Spaldtog) 

Richmond 

Wise 

Blakey 



Walker l^kes 

Day Kelland 

(InreHenlqy 

( Alcock Henley 

jlnre Roeentfaa] 

{ Wlenbitzky Deacon 

(InreBeU 

IGedge 
„g i In re i 
'^ 1 Adams Herepatb 

j In re Lord de Tabl^y 

^liClghton Leighton 

( In re Bowea 

>Earl of Strathmore v. Vane liberty to postpone 
oonverBlon 

JIn re Same 

(Same Same liberty to abstain tnm 

taking poceedlngSk ftc. 
In re Henry Rogers, one* «c. 
4. jIn re Reade 
^ IWebb Reade 

( In re Weetwood 

f Hmnphery Weatwood 

„» ( In re Maurice 
*' 1 Brown Mavrice 



30 Haydon 

Emery 

Roas 
JInreBaU 
tLewia 



The Lord Mayor, &c.« of York 

actkm ft motn. for Jndgt. 
Treacher artkn 
Ron action 



Ball (claim of D. Jcnee ft Co. M.) 
at^d. somns. entered as Witness 
Action I7 order 
New Moss Collieiy Co. Id. v. Manchester, Sheffield, 
ftc.» Ry. Co. action 
25 Lowe Sandere action No. 19 to be heard 

with this 
Wilding Sanderson actfon ft motkm for 



Further C()N8ideratio»8. 

Morton Roberta fnr. con. 

(In re W. Lord 
(Balls Lord far. con. 

Moore Parr ftir. con. 

(In re Wells ft Co. Id. 

I Andrews Welbi ft Co. id. ftir. con. 

5 Lloyd's Bank Id. v. The Hotel BelgravU U. 



Tweedal« Howard ft Bnlkmgh M. adioQ 

Haggenmacher Watoon, Todd ft Co. acttan 

Harding Fry action 

30 Lewis Morguk action 

Wafaiwright Svtton actkm 

Walnwright Miller actkn 

Shooter Shooter action 

Labonchere Webb actkm 
35 Barnes Story actkm 

DePoix Bnrsoyne actton 

8. Fltton ft Son Hamlyn action 

Earl of Dudley Lowe actton 

McMahon Bond actkm 

40 Symons Ramsay petn. ordered to go into 

WitnessLlRt 

Ptole EUtott acUon 

AJeUoftSona Worsl^ actkm 
"I JIn re Piarmit<7 
j'tPiimlter Furmiler action 

Automatic DiveiatanB Syndirato V. Urry actkm 
.. (Miayor, ftc. of HasUngs v. Taylor » actkm (oonsoU- 
** {same Same ; ' "" 



Bktt 
Vanderpant 
« Randall 
^ Whalley 
60 Dale 

Dkkenson 



dated) 
Gowen action 
jUmold action 
B. H. Gtover ft Co. action 
Dawson actkm 
Sdlkk action 

Bristol Trtmwaya ft Carriage Co. 
kL (British Thomson, Houston 
kl., third parties) action 
Pneumatic Tyre Go. Id. «. GresMn action 
Shice Foole action 

JIn re Hodgson 

(Cobbokl Hodgson action ft motn. for Jndgt. 

65 Brooks Lamplngh actkm 

Morris Kysow aotkm 

Incandescent Gas Light Co. Id. o. Swanne ft Co. 



fnr. 



Before Mr. Justice Stiblino. 

Causes fob Tbial. 

(With Witnesses.) 

West Aloock actkm (Deft, dead) 

Alcoy ft Gandia Ry. ft Harbour Co. kl. v. Greenhill 

action 
Sawrey Binns action 

Pattle. Homlbrook action 

r t In re Harman 
** (Harman Wise a^Jd. snmns. ordered to go 

into Witness List 
English Cooper action 

Abbott Townsend action 

Rawllnson Davies action 

Underwood White actton ft motn. for jndgt 
10 Cohner Bnlnwayo Gold Ree& Develoimiient 

Id. action ft motn. for Jndgt. 
Chandler Bradley action 

DeLlesa Tyser action 

Debenham Foster, Frere ft Co. action 
BeU Balls action 

15 Chandler Freeman action ft motn. for Jndgt 

J In re Thompson 
(Bkwmer Thompson a4)d. sumns. entered In 

Witness List 
Wynne Rising action 

Fenny Stratford Town Hall Co. Id. v. Pli^e actton 
Lowe Sandera actkm to be heard with 

No. 25 



Hookhan Johnson ft Phillips action 

WhitUu-k Dawes actkm 

60 Felix Hadley ft Co. M. «. F. Hadley actkm (Bixm« 
tttgham D.R.) 
Jacksoi) The Cargo Fleet Iron Co. ki action 

Gippe Wynne action ft motn. for Jndgt 

Rose Neale action 

Summer Summer action 

65 Horwood Insklp action 

Dale Poweu action 

Jarvis Jarvls action 

( In re Bland 

t Miller Bland action 

Anderson Manchester, Shefflekl ft Lincolnshire 

Ry. Co. action 
70 Maconochie J. Livingston ft Son actkn set 
down by order 
Ind, Coope ft Co. k). v. Davies actkm 
Pneumatic Tjn Co. Id. v. EngHsh Cycle Co. action 
JIn re Wright 

{Jtuvis Hayden action ft motn. for Judgt. 

Parry BuQceley action . 

75 Viscount Hood Conlson action ft motn. for jndgt. 
Radcllffe Mayor, ftc. of Portnaouth aotion 

set down by order (pleadings to be 
delivered) 
(In re Tiffin 

(Tiffin Hamilton action 

Hewitt Wyand acUon 

Attorney-Gen. Kirk actkm 
80 D'Arcy D^Arcy actton 

Nicholson Brown action (t^an^ferTQd tnm 

Q. B. Diviaton) 
Lanchester Richter action 
Jones Roberts coonter-claim set down by 

order, May 11, 1806 
Underhay (^un actkm 

85 Croshaw Lyndhurst Ship Co. Id. action 

jLordChunton Buller I .-tirtn 

tBuller Lord Churstonf *^"^ 

Burton Simpson action 

JInre'Bnxton 

(Buxton Buxton action 

Mardon Engelbach actton 

90 WmiamB Jones actton without pleadings 

Stokes Prance action 

JIn re Swhuton 
(Newrick Astbnry issue for trial 
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HawUnB Bhodes action & moio. for Judgt. 

94. H«iTl«&Oo. Lock action ^^ 



Causes FOB Tbial. 
XWUhout WUmu» and Adjimmed 

TMStoo. Fiftignild a4Jd. snmiis. (eyidence 

not complete) 
^InreChlvell 

(CUreU GarlyoD actfam 

Baaterd Bastaid actkm (evidenoe not com- 

plete) 
JInreSdwaida 

(UopeEdwaxdB Edwards a4Jd. aomna. 
S Palmer Blch specUlcaae 

In re The Snjder pynamlte PndectUe Co. Id. adjd. 

(In re Bead 
{Tomer 
jlnreBoper 
tBoper 
(InreOrmei 
t Hawkins 
10 Page 



Same 



Bead action wlthont pleadings 

.Boper «4Jd.8ann8. 

Orme a4Jd. smnne. 

Batcllffe two adjkl. smnmouses, 

dated AprU 27 and May 14, 1896 

pt. hd. (October 28) 
Same twoa^Jd. sonmioDses* dated 

Jane 29 and July 24, 1896 pt. hd. 

(October 28) 
The Epsom Local Board adjd. 



Mnnaj 

. In re The Mcxaey By. Co. k Co-'s Act, 1867 adjd. 
smnns. 
Wood Middlefam adJd. snmns. 

,(lnreWd)l> 
^istiU . Webb a^Ktsomns. 

In re The Model DweUlnes in Half Nichdl Street, 
Bethnal Oreen ac^d. somns. to 
proceed on matter of petn. 
InreJ.Walthen 

Johnston acUd. sunns. 



~[walthen 
I In re Lever 
IContweQ 



120 DeMontcavel 



Jones 
C In re Overton 



Lever A^samns. 
Snelgrove adjd. somns. 
East Argentine By. Co. UL action 
lestomd to Non-Witness List by 



ilnreQowper 
Tynae 
Cowper 



26 Eaip 



Cooper action 

Oveiton a4Jd. somns. 

Cowper 

Cowper a4)d. somns. 
Sweeting special case 
WalsaU Union adJd. 

come on with motu. fixe 
. tkm, on 2nd Motion day in 

by order, Joly 21, 1896 
Groom a4jd. 



Groom 
(In re Cooke 
iToUemache Blackett a4)d. somns. 
West Hartlq>ool Corpn. «. Bobinson two axUd. 
somns., dated respectively Jone 21 
and 26, 1895 
(In re Strode 

(Lousada Adoock a4Jd. sonus. 

Macleod Mathews adjd. somns. 

I>yer Collins qnestlons arising on re- 

ceiver's aocoont 
In re Fommery h Tanner, Solrs., &c, 1896, P. 1,022 



. In re Bommety h, Tanner, Solrs., &c., 1896, P. 1,021 

adJd. somns. 
In reThe Western Coonties Steam Bakeries h Milling 
Co. Id. adjd. somns. 
35 TTrevor Hotchings a^Jd. somns. 

North British, 4q. v. Mackintosh adJd. smnns. 
Hoogh Sparrow motn. for Jodgt and adJd. 

somna. (if not mentioned in Cham- 
bers to stand over to Michaelmas 
Sittings) 
- In re BransCoD, an infimt k Goardlanship of Infknts' 
Act, 1886 a4)d. somns. (stand 
over till after doctor's reportji 
Debney • Eckett adUd. smnns. 

^(InreHoghes 

(E^y Combs a^ somns. 

Lanoaster Banking Co. v. The Whicham Mining 
Co. Id. motn. for Jodgt (short) 
(InreNomymHill 

tBoUen KonnanHIll adjd. aamni. 

Tionsrtato CraveQ adld. somns. 

(InrePriest 

tHatchaid Priest ai^d. somns. 

46 Hbpcnaft Hopcmn adfd. 

flnrewmiams 
IWiUlam^ Grant ac^d. somns. 
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Before Mr. Justice Eekewioh. 
Causes fob Tbial. 



(TTtYft TTOftMMf.) 



ToftaeU 
Petty&Sons 
Hont 
Moore 



Elliott action pthd. (Deft, dead) 
Taylor & Co. action 
Bymill action 

London, Edtaiborgh, Ac. Aasce. Co. 
Id. action (transfexred firam 
CoontyCoort) 
6 Cole Baker action fr motn. for Jodgt. 

Osborne Board actlaci. 

The British Insohited Wire Co. Id. «. The Fowler 

Waring Cables Co. Id. action 
Attoniey-Genenilo. TodHeatley action 
( In re Solomon 

tstead Scheyer a4Jd. somns. with wtt- 

neaaes pt. hd. 
10 Smart Tempest action 

CoUicott Sooth Stalfoidablre Mtaies, &c. Com- 

misskmen action 
DeCandi* Mann, (George & Co. action 

Pointer h Sons v. Barter actkm to be heard with 

No. 20 
Frennd Sewell action 

15 MarshAll IVtherleigh actkm 

Earl Howe WlUia action (set down by Dell.) 
Chalk Gi^yton actkm 

The Bony Port & Gwendreath VaUey By. r. StcMi 
action 
(In re Bayard 
1 Lewis 
20 Barton 



Bayard «ctkm 
Pointer ft Sons 
be heard with this) 
Mason Ac Mason Id. «. Bobeon action 
Jones Brothers k, Co. «. J. Hallworth Ji Son 

(Manchester D. B.) 
Hancock HAOoock action 

(In re Bobinson 
1 Brooke Kemp 



(No. 13 to 



«,. (InreCkodwell 
^iWatson 

Lang 

Bladon 



Candwell 
Johnston 
Tonbrklge 



Wells, &c. Co. Id. 



Cox Harrison action 

Hjdl Saonders actkm 

30 Banfield Jonas actkm 

Hon^ton Poller, Smith & Toraer action 

MitdbeU Pennefiither actkm 

Whitlqr Haigh action Ji motn. fbrjodgt. 

Wright The Financial Assoo. M. actkm 

35 SonOght IncaQdescent Gas Lamp Co. ki. v. Incan- 
descent Gas Light Co. Id. action 
Barnes Haines actkm 

Hoolt Gleadowe action 

Gellinger Gibbs actkm, motion to ezpnnge h 

somns. by oidere dated March 16 
and AprU 14, 1896 
"Whitileld Whitileld, Hodgsons & Broogh Id. 

action 
40 Plant Bourne action 

Jones Williams actkm 

British Natoral Premiom Provident Assoc. Id. v. 

Bywater action 
dutpmaa Devereox action 

Foolis Baron De L'Isle and Dudley action 

46 London (jeneod Omnlbos Co. Id. v. Hines actkm 
Blandy-Jenkins «. Earl of Donraven action 
Pneomatlc Tyre Co. Id. «. Hall Bras, action 
Same Ponctnre Proof Pneomatic Tyre Co. 

Id. action 
Marshall LoshAcCook action 

50 Barton Jennings action 

Lloyd Edwards actk>n 

FsIIb Warborton actkm 

Coleman Bocks Ie Oxon Unkm Bank actkm 

( In re Ccagoe 

(Cngoe Cragoe (In re A. S. Cragoe, an in- 

Iknt) a4Jd. somns. 
66 Pollen Barclay ft Sons Id. action (set 

down by order withoot pleadings) 
Newoombe Property ft Estatea Co. Id. actkm 
Peet Lomb action 

Wilson Aldwlnckle action 

Foat Chirk actkm 

60 Groome Bioci action 

Edgoome The Incorporated Proprietary Id. 



Devon ft (Cornwall Banking Co. Id. «. Honey actkm 

Faol Panl action 

Look Marie Bose Ckdd Mining Co. ML 



65 Hnrnphreys 
In re The 



Mackenxie actkm 

» Troflkolt (^le ft Tobe Mano- 
actoring Co. Id. ft O.'s Acts 
motion of Mrs. Shearman en- 



tered in WUaeas Urt bj i 
November 10 
(In re Holt 
-sInreBoUaaan 
(Holt Hbtt actioa 

Drepere'Cob Banboxy actkm (« 

November 19 
Wa«8 ~ 

70 Cooky 
(In re Hewlett 

(Boee Foreter action 

JamleeonftCo. JamieMm action 
(In re Williams 

(Wllllama Baiooft ^*4k?n 

Dean Seroomb^ Son ft Co. acttnm 

75 White Weston action 

Fnanr '■ Mommbkins Gold MIimb Id. 

PolUnger Bamato action (a 

(IhreHOton 
Webster 



80 



Howard 
Horsey 




Faton BoUs 

Jenks Viaooont ClUOea 

PimU Lee action 

86 FaxreU I^VutoU actkm 

( In re the Bsnivlan Ooqm. kL 
iGeoeral, ftc Trost kL «. The Pieravlnii Gospn. : 



Boberts Yenning 

The Hemp Yarn ft Cordage Co. kL«.9< . 

Stepn^ TheiBorry Port, ftc Ry. Oo^O 

The Salt Unkm kL«.HaTvw aT* - 
Hce ft Co. Foister ft Sou 



GiUardftCou 



94 Gehlen 



Foister 

to be delivered) 
WameBroUMn i 

to be deUvevBd) 
NewPnbUahli«Oo.kl. 
Monkine 



O'l 
2 Chapman 



Causes fob Tbial. 
iWifkaui FtCiiMim.) 

McShane motn. ftr Jai%i. (^ImcI) 



Adjoubnbd Suxxdi 



(In re Hedley 

twikie 

(Inrel^aape 

tMoegrave 

Jlnre(3adban 

iGadban 

fin re Forrester 

^Foneater 



Hedl^ a4|d. 




Forrester (expte. ?!£■».> «Qd. 



(In re Same 
6-jSame 

IhreTheCoontess of 



Same (exple H. Fnmmtm) n<^ 



I of Hontingdon'a OoniMxion nai 
otiierChartttBa,ftc ndliLsmnH. 

In re Bishop's Castie By. Oow (cklm oTCImi^ 
House Committee) aMiJd. mman! 

In re Same (claim of W. B. O. BoOleld) a^ 



r 



(In re Nobbs 

-'Nobbs Law Bevenhsnarr 

a4)d.samns. 

^®iscfa^l^^°^ Bea aiUd.aamiM. 
j In re Sqnire. 

( Sqnire Cockaintt ai^d. san 

(In re Indentore, dated Feb. 23, 1894 
tEvans Fetvln acUd. i 

(In re Brooks 



Intawt Sac 



(Brooks 
ThomaJB 
,. (InreBobson 
^^ {Bobeon 

jInreMartin 

tEdgcome 

ilnreBateman 

f Amdkl 

J In re Awhmnla 

tlvena 

( In re Boyle 

1 Boyle 
_ jinre Joordaln 
"iJonrdaln 

jlnrePoolton 

tPoolton 




Knil^t ad|d. 
Tmvls a4)d.i 

Bobaon aiUd. 



EdgooBM a4|d. somns. 
Smytii a4}d.samito. 



Mayoock aiyd. 
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fin re BawUngB 

'•Jenner Rawllngs adjd. somns. 

(Id re Lard BeKumont 

iMtCheaon BeaumoDt A4Jd. snmns. 

(In re' Appleby 

jWtlker Appleby a4Jd. smxuin. 

25 Hinriielwood Book «4)d. snmna. 

WAhhAmstow Urban DiBtrict CooncU v. Henwood 
a4)d. sTunns. 

(In re The Second East Dniwich Y46th, &c. Bnildlng 
27-/ 8oc 

(Miall Fearce adjd. BomnB. 



StoBne 

(In re Wilson 
IWAson 

(In re Smith 

iFxanklln 

(InrePftrfltt 

(Nash 



FUBTHEB CONSaDERATIONS. 

Steane 2nd fur. con. adJd. firom 
Chambere and OfcQd. snmnB. 



PeaxBon ftir. con. a4J<l. ftom 
CbambcTB and a4}d. summs. 

Wood fur. con. 






reKmith 



Cllflbrd 

Arnold tar. 
ChamberB 



oon. a4Jd. from 



^ith 



Thompeon for. con. 



More Mr. Jofitice Yaughan Willzams. 

{Sitting ob an additional Judge of UkA 
Chancery Divinon.) 

MonoNB. 

COMPANIES {Winding up). 

1 W. Brock k Son Id. (transfer prooeedlngB) 

2 African Landed Estates Go. Id. (for dlschaTge of 

order, dated June 21. 1894^ as 
r^ards applicant) 

3 LofDdon k General Bank Id. (to compel attendance of 

witness) 

4 London k West of England Contract Go. Id. (leave 

to isBne writ of attachment) 
B ColoDlal Debeotare Gorpn. Id. (vary order refOslng 

public exmo.) 
t Onnonde Gymnastic Clnb Id. (for leave to iasne writ 

of attachment) 
7 Hemp Yam k Cordage Co. Id. (to discharge order 

dated March 7, 1896) 

5 SoaOiem Coontles Deposit Bank Id. (to appoint 

Liquidator) 
9 Intemational Commercial Co. Id. (for committal) 



CHANCEE Y DIVISION. 

10 Black V. Willlama k Victoria Steamboat Association 

Id. (delivery np of possession) 

11 Waita «. Hemp Yam k Cordage Co. Id. (motn. for 

Jndgt.) 

12 George Bontledge k Sons Id. k reduced (to rectify 

register) 



15 liouis ToBMaad'ti New Kxbl))iUou Id. (petn. of the 

Midland Ry. Co. of Derby) 

16 The Stannmn Metal Co. Id. (petn. of H. Wallace 

&Co.) 

17 La Bufa Mexican Gold Mines Id. (petn. of Malcolm 

Wade and ors.) 

18 The Tlvoll, Leicester Id, (petn. of J. S. HasweU) 

19 Armstrong Propeller Co. Id. (petn. of John Stewart 

and Son Id.) 

20 Moore Bros, k Co. Id. (pern, of Nicholson, Sons 

and Daniels^ 

21 Thomas Edward Brlnsmead k Sons Id. (petn. of 

J. W. Richardson) 

22 Tamer Ac Yonng Id. (petn. of Pawson k Leafs Id.^ 

23 Alliance Contnctlng Co. Id. (petn. of Charles Walter 

Grimwade) 

24 Dietz, Davis k Co. Id. (petn. of the Debenture 

Corpn. Itl.) 
26 Heilbuth, Claridge k Co. Id. (petn. of Avlss Bros.) 

26 Anderson k Son Id. (petn. of Moi^n Bros.) 

27 A]tnd Shaw k Co. Id. (petn. of the Co.) 

28 City k Westminster Contract Corpn. Id. (petn. of 

Ellas Harris):. : ■ 

29 Epsom Racing PUbles Id. (petn. of J. T. Segme Id.) 

30 F. E. Nash k Co. Id. (petn. of B. J. Atterbury) 

31 Wlgston Electrical k Engineering Co. Id. (petn. of 

Taylor and Hnbbard) 

32 Securities Inaoe. Co. Id. and the Joint Stock Com- 

panies' Arrangement Act» 1870 
(petn. of the Co. k Q. S. Barnes) 

33 Morocco Bound Syndl' at9 Id. (petn. of W. M. Ttiam) 

34 Wilson's Food Co. Id. (petn. of Drake, Driver k Co.) 



COMPANIES (Winding up), 
Petitionb. 

1 Josx^h Bnll, Sons ft Co. Id. (petn. of M. T. Shaw 

leCo.) 

2 QlrrMnaii Central Permanent Benefit Building Soc. 

(petn. of the Co.) 
8 loiDBtrial Secorities Investment Ck). Id. (petn. of 

E. A. Hamblyn) 
4 BidsMaBy. ft Mines Id. (petn. of F. Thorn) 
B WooUey Coal Co. ld.(YorkBhlro Banking Go. Id.) 

6 Oawe and Co. Id. (petu. of A. Whitehnrch) 

7 Ondslaria Waterworks ft Milling Co. Id. (petn. of 

J. L. Whelenft^ir.) 

8 EailBm OoRmtiea Baoon Faotory M, (petn. of Lalor 

and Kbkderalqr) 
• OtlBSleeIOo.ld.(petn.ofLanraReltan) 
10 6. ft S. Bracknell Id. (petn. of the Continental 

Bottle Co.) 
U South Kent Water Co. (petn. of James Oakes ft Co.) 
12 InveDtora' Union kL (petn. of W. £. Bramall) 
U PtootyprkU Improvements Go. Id. (petn. of P. J. 

Donn and on.) 
U Goodwins* Jaidlne ft Co. kL (peta. of the Industrial 

' and General Trust kL) 



CHANCERY DIVISION. 

36 Tipton Moat Colliery Id. ft reduced (petn. of Co.) 

37 Sociit^ Vinioole de Turqnie Id. (petn. ot Go. and 

Shareholders to rsscind resolntioms) 
88 George Eootledge ft Sons kL ft reduced (petn. of 
the Co.) 

39 Old Castle Iron and Tin Plate Co. Id. and the Com- 

panies' (Memorandum of Assoc.) 
Act, 1890 (petn. of the Co.) 

40 Western Tin Plate Works Id. and the Companies 

(Memorandnm of Assoc.) Act, 
1890 (petn. of the Co.) 



COUBT SUMMOXBKS. 

COMPANIES {Winding up). 

1 Lyric Clnb M. (set aside proo&) 

2 Lands Allotment Co. Id. (taxation of bill) 

3 A. Salomon ft Go. Id. (remove name tvom list) 

4 Hemp Yam ft Cordage Co. Id. Tfor disoovery) 

5 London ft General Bank Id. (for leave to make a 

set-off) 

6 Genezal Credit Go. Id. (to appoint new Liquidator) 

7 London ft Colonial Finance Corpn. Id. (for declara- 

tion as to misfeasance) 

8 Same Matter (to dispense with or poe^xme cross- 

exmn.^ 

9 Eoonomic Fire Office Id. (on claim) 

10 Conoessions Trust Id. (to vary Uat of oontribotories) 

1 1 Asia Id. (to vary list of contribntories) 



12 Stnbber- 

13 Same 

14 Same 
16 Same 



CHANCERY DIVISION. 

T. Daniel ft Co. Id. (for sale) 

(for leave to crosB-examiue) 
(declare dividend) 
(for discovery) 



Causes fob Tbial. 
(WOh WUnesaes.) 

COMPANIES (Winding up). 
1 Hemp Yam ft Cordage Co. U. (issues of fltct) 



CHANCERY DIVISION. 

2 Lescher Charles Reynolds ft Co. M. action 

/Van Den Bergh's Margarine U. «. T. C. ft W. A. 

- J Crump Id. 

'iT. C. ft W. A. Crump Id. v. Van Den Bergh's Mar- 
1 garlneld. (action) 

4 G. H. Pohlmann v. Mathias ft Strickland Id. (action) 



Before Mr. Justice|RoMSB. 

Causes for Trial. 

(With Witne$8e8.) 

Edison Bell Phonograph Corpn. Id. v. Hough actfcn 

Ainalle 

Davis 



GUI Bros, action (pleadings to be 

delivered) 
Jewell action (pleadings to be 

delivered) 



(In re Farmer 
iFamier Crawshaw action 

6 Queensland Investment ft Land Mortgage Go. Id. v. 
O'Connell action ft counter-claim 
Deft.. £. R. Drury, dead) 



(In re Reed 
iReed 

Alston 
Gleadowe 
Waoogne 
10 Reid 
Stapleton 
CaldweU 

Symons 

Hargreaves 



Thompson action (Deft. Thompson 

bankrupt) 
Alston action 
Burton action (Deft, dead) 
Halse action (DefL bankrupt) 
Reid a(-tlon 
Lyles action 
Hydit>-0xy. Gas Flatent Proprietary 

Id. action 
Wood action (pleadings to be 

delivered) 
Nat. Oyster ft Lobster Culture Co. 

action 



Transferred by Order, dated June 30th, 1896. 

16 Ehrmann Ehrmaon (1894— £.—762) action 

lln re Preston 

( PreBton Bonny action (s.o. till after Taxing 

Master has made his certiflcato) 
Incandescent Gas Light Co. Id. v. Meteor Incan- 
descent Lighting Co. kl. actkm 
Ehrmann £hmuinn(l895—£.— 1,108) action 

Tonbridge Urban District Council v. Pnnnett actkm 
pt.bd. 
20 In re Letters Patent, 1887, 17,681. granted to 0. E. 
Lewis and A. £. Strickler and 
Patents, ftc. Act petn. to go into 
Witness List by order, March 18, 
1896 
DougUui Pintsch's Patent Lighting Co. Id. 

action 
(Peebles Orw^'thwalto > ^^ 

1 Passmore Crosth walte ( ■****^ 

Waterhonse BrownbUl action 
Rowclifle. RowdifTe ft Hilton Id. v. SiddaU action 
26 In re Welnos Id. ft Co.'s Acts, 1862 ft 1867 motn. 
entered in Witness List 
Fox Wright action 

) In re King 

/ Stringer King action ft motn. for Jndgt. 

Thompson Miller action 

Pnenxnatlc I'yre Co. id. v. Frlswell action 
80 Same East London Rubber Co. action set 

down by ortler. March 20, 1896 
Walker Hebden acttou (Pltff. dead) 

Levy Davis action ft oonnter-dalm 

Hayward Hayward acttou 

Blackmore Bagnot actkm (pleadings to be 
delivered) 
35 Pneumatic Tyre Co. Id. v. Biroey action 
Same Standard Tyre Co. Id. action 

(Barnes Meakin 

(Meakln Barnes action ft oounter-claim 

(In re Bankes 

I Dawes Sladen action ft motn. for jndgt. 

( Howe Carlisle Model BuUding Soo., No. 1 

ICookson Carlisle Model Building Soc, No. S 

action for trial oonsoUdated 
40 Beall Cronheim action 

Fairweather Fairweather action and oountor- 



(InreBollwlnkle 
*; Smith Robb action • 

Hicks Robinson action (s.o. one month 

after return of order tat 
) 



Semoel Gibbon 

lions Snow (stand over until 

doeedS 

Vernon Reynolcto actkm and counter-claim 

Adamant Stone ft Paving Co. Id. v. Liverpool Corpn. 

In TO The Oompanles' Act, 1862 ft In re The Anglo- 
Gold Fields of Aostialasia kL 
motn. entered in Witness List 
5 
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Boavocto Fm« Id. «. Pitman aottoa 
60 In re Weioen Id. k Co.'s Acts, 1862 to 1890 moin. 
enterad in Wttoem List 
Tatham Bromwlch action 

Wood Baphaai action 

Bowler Stafford action 

Foster Golden Link Mining Go. Id. action 

set down by order 
66 Law Life Aasoe. Soc. v. Baron Bateman action k 
motn. fbr Judgt 
Woods The Waitakauri Extended Id. acUon 

Ind, Goope k Co. Id. «. Barwlck action 
Brooks Whalley action 

LordHastingi Ewen action 
•0 refries Sherwood & Sons action 

Soott V. Hamllng k Co. Id. act. ) not before Nov. f — 
Soott V. Hnll Steam Fishing k} liberty to apply to 

Ice Co. Id. action) fix diy for trial 
Steers HalUley acUon 

GommlflsloiieTS of Sewers of Level of Havering v. I 
Fairhead action ' 

M In re The Marie Rose Gold Mining Co. Id. k Co.'s I 
Acts (expte. Newman) motn. . 
entered in Witness List (tooome ! 
on with arfcions) 
Tyner North Eastern By. Co. action 

The Pneumatic Tyre Co. Id. v. Swift k Co. action 
set down by order, dated April 24, 
1896 
Bobluson Bobinson action 

London k Ooonly Banking Co. Id. v. Preston action 
^A i In re Lewis 
^^tBeece Todd action 

Poemnatic Tyre Co. Id. v. Powell & Barstow action 
Simpson Hnghes action 



Aimsfcrong 
Thnnder 



16 HolUngs 



Hngbes action 

Bamato Bros, action (s.o. 21 days 

after delivery to Oefta. of Pltff.'a 

answer to interrogatories, Jane 10, 

1896) 
HoUings action 
In re "f he Marie Boee Gold Mfaifaig Go. Id. 

Co.'s Acts (expte. W. J. 

Soper) motn. entered in 

Witness List 
In re The Same (expte. A. Volgt) motn. 

entered in Witness List 
In re The Some -''expte. W. Skinner) 

entered in Witness List 
In re The Same (expte. J. Cocldng) motn. 

entered in Witness List 
la re The Same (expte. J. E. Paice) motn. 

entered bi Witness List > 
The Hatfield Chase Warping k Im- 
provement Co. action 



iS 



Bletcher 



j In re Roberts 

(Knight Roberto action 

Doncan k Co. GreenhlU action 
Griffin Leouard. Boolt k Co. Id. 

86 Smith Sykes action 

TlKunas Travis action 

Irvine Tennant action 

Jackson Beet of Boys Pnblishing Co. Id. act. 

Kersey Bexley Heath Ry. Co. actkin 

90 Wimshorst, Holiick fc Co. Id. v. Nattonai Telephone 
Co. action 
Lewis Jones a tlon (withoat pleadings) 

Prast V. The Marie Rose Gold) seven motns. to 

Mioing Co. 111. action [- cum? on with 
Stanley v. The Same Co. action > thene actlonii 



Naach's Patent Book Hewing Machine Co. 1<1. p. 
Nasoh action 
_ ( In re Turner 

^ I Barker Ivimey action k third paity nuttv 

In re Dellwik's Patent. No. 2110 of 18t0 peln. 
cnderad to go Into Witnsn Ua 
(B.a till alter appUcstlon tn 
amend) 
Which Flight actton 

Bymer Mcuroy aofelan 

Menxies Addleshaw action 

100 Roberts Honduns Govemmcnt, kc. Co. U. 



M. 



United Trast Go. Id v. Menxles actfcm 
Farr 
Cook 
Ridges 
105 Barritt 
(InreCotton 
iBackett 
Hicks 



Hisoock 

Wlnatanlay action 

Langley action 

Biyan. Donkin & Co. Id. action 

Cotton action 

National Telephone Company 

action 
Goes 
Wi 

Clover 

Comity Cunncil of Ncvthamptouhire 
action 
The Canadian k American Mortgage k Tmst Oql U. 

V. Menxles action 
Lanoelotte Shepherd action 

Manchester Trast Id. v. Menzies action 
115 In re The Marie Rose Gold Mining Co. Id. & CaV 
Acts (expte. G. A. Haner) mola. 
entere 1 in Witness List (to come 
on with aHons Nob. 92 k 93) 



Howells 
110 W. Clover Id. 
Harris 



SUMMARY OP CHANCERY CAUSE LIST. 

1. — Mr. Jiutioe Ohittt — Witness Actions 63 

Kon-Witneee Actions, inoludiiig Summonses 81 

Further GonBiderations 8 

— 152 

2. — ^Mr. JuBtioe North— TFttnc« Actions 70 

Non- Witness Actions 7 

Adjourned Summonses 27 

Further GonBiderations 5 

— 109 
3. — Mr. Justice Stirling — Witness Actions 94 

Non-Witness Actions, including Summonses 46 

— 140 
4. — ^Mr. Justice Kekewicb.— Witness Actions 94 

Non-Witness Actians 2 

Adjourned Summonses 27 

Further Considerations 5 

— 128 

5. — Mr. Justice Rombb — Witness Actions : 

Actions Transferred 115 

115 

Total Causes and Matters for Hearing in the Chancery Division 6^4 



N.B. — In addition to the above Actions and matters for trial or hearing^ the foUomng Companies ( Winding up) 
maiiers stand for hearing before Mr. Justioe Vaughan Williams, sitting as an additiomd Judge of 
the Chancery Division: — 

Petitions^ Compatdes (Winding up) 34 

Petitions^ Chancery Division • 6 

Court Sumuuonsest Companies ( Winding up) 11 

Court Summonses^ Chancery Division 4 

Motions, Companies {Winding up) 9 

Motions^ Chancery Division 8 

Causes for Trial 4 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICK 

QUEENS BENCH DIVISION, 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1896. 



SPECIAL PAPEB. 

ioB ABOuilENT. 

1 In n an Axbtn. iMkwwQ TIm TnirteM of The Ip*- 
wldi k Stownurtak N^Tlgitiai and The East 
MMk Ooanfcj Goandl (part heard befin Bana 
FtoUoek k Mr. Jostloe Kennedy, June 11, 1896) 

Special case. 

S Id TB an Axtte. between Hooaton Ji Co. and The 

StBDdam Steamship Ownen' Protection, kc. 

I Aaeoe. kL Special case. 

3 YoTOghmhanrt «. XetropoUtan Diatrict Ry. Go. 

Special caae. 

4 la le an Aibta. between Gnbbins k ahKand The 
k London k Blackwall Bj. Go. & The Great Eaatem 
' K7- Co. Special case. 

5 Hike lEanr.v. The Qoeen (to be taken with Revenue 

ftper) Demurrer. 

« Clark (on behaU; Jec) v. The Bochford District 
ConndlortheGoantyofEflsex Special case, 

t The Mijor, kc of Ashtan-nnder-Lyne «. Pogh 

Special case. 
S I> n_w Arbtn. between Kempf and The National 
leOorpn. Id. Spedalcase. 
William HamUton k Co. 



9 In re an Arbtn. betwo 
and B. F. Ii W. Roberts 



Special case. 



OPPOSED MOTIONS. 

FOB ABOUMENT. 

1 InTeaSoUdlor. Ezpte. Inooiponted Law Soc. 

5 InreaSdUdtor. Ezpte. Ellis (a.o. Ibr Law Soc to 

repBrt) 
3 neAtlani^.Gen.«. Wright (s.o.mitU after trial of 

j laTea&klidtor. Expte. Incorporated Law Soc. 
\ InraaSoUdlor. Expte. Same 

6 Moidock k ear. «. Mayor, kc of Bonmemooth 
\ In tea Solicitor. Expte. Inoorpoimted Law Soc. 

8 In re an Aittn. between Wm. Lewis and Nathaniel 

PriceCameron 

9 £ iwinis «. Woodhams k Co. 



Jazraw. 



CBOWN PAPER. 

TOB ABODMBNT. 



Coanty 



Mdnanyv. HiUreth Magistnto's case. 
_ --he. The Qneen «. Bretherton k ore.. Jj. k 
\ cJl^i^f*^ Mann) Nisi to hear Inibrmation. 

3 SvT^, Lambeth. Bansted «. Long k on, 

Ooait. FlafnttfTs appeaL 

4 VUdleaex, Maiylebone. Stenbridge «. Firbank 
, Coooty Court. Defendant's appeaL 

Commrs., kc of Krt of Lancaster v. 
. Ac of Barrow-tai-Famess Quarter 

. .— Spedalcase. Both aides appeal. 

« undda. The Qoeen o. Jnatlcea of Ooonty of London 

(ttpte. KeiJbot) Nisi for mandamus to hear 

appeaL 
» Caaanronahfre. London Ji North Western By, Co. 

V. Uandndno Improvement Commn. Qoarter 
•8 vS?** V^^Vi Vic, c 46. a. U. 
J MIddleiex. Bridge*. Howard Mi«i8tmto's case. 

cSii? **''*"* Evewtt vTThorby Coanty 
^* ^l(>ratenhireb ChetoSam. Hlllen o. Cortis 
M n^M'^^""^ Defendant's appeaL 
" ttoMdilreb Leominster. Daviea ». Trewln 
1* if2*SJ^^^««^ PtalntiiTsapipeal, 

«te!^ '^'^ '''*^ *• ^^^ Maglstiate's 
" '^S?' ''"^'•* * •^^ •• ^'**** Magiatimto's 
1* D«Mdre. The Qoeen «. Bagahawe & ora.. JJ. k 

JwmU (expte. OreneecB of BradweU) Nisi for 

« OtemuisUrab Swanee^ MetropoUtan Bank ». 
II v.^^? CovmlyCoart. Defendant's appeaL 

iQitahtaa^ SipoQ. Badmore «. Morrison k Mason 
1} v^?^^^<">^ Deftedants' appeaL 
17 A«thamptonahir^WellIngboraagh.Ciitlan(t 

*c.>«- Dawson & Son Comity Court Defendants' 

•PPeaL 



18 Surrey. Wawlnrorth. Willlama k aar. «. Stolts 

Coanty Court. Plalntiflii' appeaL 

19 Middkaex, Bloomabary. Swak «. Qraen Coanty 

Coart. Plaintlira appeaL 
ao Kent. Fowle «. Fowie Magistrate's caae. 
21 Yotkshlra^ Leeds. Boberts «. Seoority Cc Covnty 

Coart Defendanto' H^peaL 
» SalfonL Catteiall «. Carae HondredCoort Defen- 
dant's appeaL 
13 CorawalL Blatchlbrd «. Haynes Maffiatrate's case. 
24 Woroesterahire. The Qneen «. Ma^or. Iec of 

Woroeator Nisi for maudamos to obey oider of 

Local Government Board. 
SB Soathampton. The Qoeen x. Barlal Board for 

Basin^toke Nisi formandamosto caoaegroand 

to be con s e c r a ted. 

26 Peteibonmgh. Cook «. Caches Magiatreto's case. 

27 BedfonMiire. Teale «. Harris Magistrate's case. 
29 Middlesex, Shoredltoh. Brown & Sons v. International 

Leather Co. Coanty Coart. Defendant's appeal. 

29 Devooahire, Newton Abbot & Torquay. Sngelhardt 
. V. Farrant k Co. and anr. Coanty Coart Defen- 
dant Upton's appeaL 

30 Middlesex, i Marylebone. Hancock «. Aytoan 

Coanty Coart Defendant's appeal. 

31 Same. Same «. Same Coanty Ooort Defendant's 

appeal. 

32 Same. Same «. Same Coanty Coart Deftndant's 

appeal. 

33 Met PoL Diet Yestfy of St John, Hackney «. 

Hotton Magistrate's case 

34 Essex, Brentwood. Lavender v. Johnson (Johnson, 

dmt) Coanty Coart Claimant's appeaL 
85 Yorkshire, Hallfox. Patchett ft Sons «. Herdiecker- 
hoff Coanty Court Defendant'a appeaL 

36 Devonport. Warren v. Hanger Qoarter Sessions. 

Spedalcase. 7 ft 8 Geo. IV., c 63., a. 84 (exdae). 

37 Same. Same «. Same Quarter Seaskms. Special 

case. 7ft8Geo.IV., c53..8.84(exciae). 

38 London. Melaer v. Weyera ft ore. Coanty Court 

PUdntirs appeal. 

39 EveshanL Cope v. Landles Magistrate'a Case. 

40 Soathampton. Fxanklin v. Jones Coanty Coart 

Defendant's ai^MaL 

41 Laacaahire. Slater v. GoardiansL ftc of Bkckbam 

Unton Magistrate's case. 

42 Derbyshire. Boberts v. Overseere of Paiiah of 

Clowne Qoarter Seaeions. Special case, Appel- 
lant's appeal (ntfaigX 

43 Yorkshire, W. B. The Qoeen v. Faraley Urban 
District Coondl (expte. Bosilekl) Nisi for man- 



damus to approve plans. 
44 Hamp8hl^^ Southampton. 
County Court Applicant's 



Beaton 



46 Hampshire, Bingwood. Etherlngton v. Lister-Kay 
ft ore. County Court Plahitlfrs appeal, 

46 Middlesex, Clerkenwell. Young «. Veatry of 

St Mary, Ulngtoa Coanty Court Plaintiff's 
appeal. 

47 Sussex, Brighton. Nutley ft anr. (suing, ftc) v. 

Wells ft Co. ft anr. Coanty Court Defendant 
J. C.Wells' appeaL 

48 Staflbrdahire, TnnstalL Cowen v. Downes (Hsyes, 

dmt) County Conrt Glaimanfs appeaL 
40 Cheshire, Cheater. Yeaxaleyv. Woodft Son County 
Court Plalntifl's appeal 

60 Middlesex, Bow. MUdleton «. Wright ft Sons 

Coanty Court Defendants' appeal. 

61 Same. Durtnall «. Same County Court Deftn- 

danta' appeal. 

62 Middlesex, Shoreditdi. BayliBS o. Brett Coanty 

Court Defendant's u>peaL 

63 Ipswich. Robinson v. Lovre Magistrate'a case. 

64 Met POL Diet Vestnr of St Mary, Battersea «. 

Simpson ft on. Magistrate's case. 
66 Same. Same «. Metchfai Magistrate's case. 

66 Sorrey, Croydon. Dye v. Martfai County Court 

Plaintiff's appeaL 

67 Middlesex, BIoomsbuiT. Ganthron v. Bichter ft anr. 

(Met. Credit Co., ctants.) County Court Clalm- 
anta* wpeaL 

68 Liverpool Ellis v. Bower Magistrate's case. 

69 Mlddleaex, ClerkenwelL Jay ft anr. o. Jahncke 

County Court Defondanf a appeaL 

60 Surrey, Wandsworth. Jordan «. Tamer Coanty 

Court Defendant's appeaL 

61 London. The Queen v. Kay (expte. Lee) Nisi for 

mandamus to tex costo of arbitration. 

62 Cent Crim. Court The Queen v. Hess Nisi for 

certiorari for indictment at instance of Defendant. 



63 Sorrey. The Queen v. Overseen of Pariah of Barnes 

(expte. BatcUir) Nisi for mandamus to pOy money 
to Oonservatora of Barnes Coanmon. 

64 Kent The Queen «. Spioer ft ora. Nisi for oettiotari 

for indictment at instance of Defandanto. 
66 Mlddleaex, Marylebone. Bright v. Tickner ft anr. 
Coanty Court Defendanto' appeal. 

66 Gbunofganshire. Hill v. Jonea Quarter Sessions. 

Special laue. Appellant's appeal. 

67 Gloaoesterahlre, BristoL Dowse v. James Coanty 

Court Plalntir s appeaL 

68 Sossax. The Qoeen «. Mayor, ftc of HasUngs (expte. 

Young) Nisi for mandamus to maintein sewer. 
60 Cent Crim. Court. The Qoeen v. Everahed ft anr. 
Nisi for certiorari for indictment at instance of 
Defendant Everahed. 

70 Lancashire^ Boml^. National Telephone Co. v. 

Winter Coanty Court Plaintiffla' appeal. 

71 Middlesex, Clerkenwell. DriacoU «. Joseph. County 

Court PhdntUTs appeal. 

72 Surrey. The Queen v. Treadcrofk ft anr., Jj., ftc. 

and Woking District Coondl (expte. London 
Necropolis Cc) Nisi to JJ. to certify roads. 

73 Essex. London ft North Western By. Co. v. 

Conmirs. of Sewen of the Fobbing Levels Quarter 
Seaeiona. 12 ft 13 Vict c 46, s. 11 

74 LondoiL The Queen o. Rev. J. S. Sinclair ft anr.. 

JJ., ftc and Gigantic Wheel, ftc Cc (expte. Over- 
seen of Fulham) Nisi for distress warrant 
76 WUtahire, Marlborough. WiUea ft on. o. Rushen 
ft anr. Coanty Court Defendanto' appeal. 

76 Surrey, Guildfoid ft Godatanfaig. Cobbett ft ors. v. 

Smith. Coanty Court Defendant's appeaL 

77 Devonshire^ Tiverton. Austia «. Bowennan Coanty 

Court Defendant's appeal. 

78 Derbyshire, Derby. Kay v. Cocdin ft anr. Coanty 

Court Phdnturs appeaL 

79 Essex, Southend. Southwell v. Larchfai. Coanty 

Coart Plafaittirs M'peal. 

80 Middlesex, Whltechapel. Debout «. Genenl Steam 

Navigation Cc Coanty Court. Defendanto' appeal. 

81 Gateahead. Hepple «. Brumby. Magistrate's case. 

82 Sorrey, Southwark. Forater «. Adams. County 

Court Defendant's appeal. 

83 Hampehire, Portsmouth. Brown ft anr. «. King 

County Court Plafaitiib' appeal. 

84 B^rkshlr^ Windsor. Fanonsv. Gold Coanty Coart. 

Defendant's appeaL 
86 Glamorganshire, Swansea, lliomas «. Hodgena 
. Coanty Court Defendant's appeaL 

86 'Sulblk.Beodes ft Bungay. Bosev. Thackeray ft ors. 

County Court PlalntlTs appeaL 

87 LondoiL Joeeph v. Bell ft anr. County Court 

Pbdntirs appeal. 

88 Blackburn. Hlndle ft anr. «. Blztwistle Qanrter 

Sessions. Snedal case. Beq[)oodento' appeal 
(conviction— Factory Acto). 

89 Shropshire, Whitchurch. Dodd v. Churton County 

Coart. Defendant's appeaL 

90 Middlesex, Edmonton. Peel ft Son. v. Twitohln 

Coanty Court Defendant's appeaL 

91 Sheffield. Thorpe o. Anthony ft anr. Magistrate's 

case. 

92 Same. Fuller «. Jackson Magistrate's case. 



93 Lancashire, Blackbam. Downing «. Appleby ft 

Sons Coanty Court Defendanto' q[»r 

94 Lancashire, Burnley. "' 



tpeal. 

Harrison 



96 GIamorganshlr^ Swansea. Vivian v. Dalton County 
Court Defendant's apppeal. 

96 Oxfordshire, Chipping Norton. Batt o. Cowan 

Coanty Court PlaintUTs appeaL 

97 Same Cowan v. Habgood ft anr. Coanty Court. 

Defendanf appeaL 

98 Mkldleeex, Bow. Pigneau ft Son v. Clarice (Bone ft 

anr., clmts.) County Court PlaintUfo' appeaL 

99 Somenetahire, Wellington. Dimond v. Davey 

County Court PlaintUTs appeal. 

100 Lancashire. Thomson v. Bums Magistrate's case. 

101 Same Same v. Hartley Magistrate's cam. 

102 Cardiganshire, Lampeter. Hoghea v. Lewie ft anr. 

Coanty Court Defendanto' appeaL 

103 Kent Ramsgate. Hood «. WoodbaU County Coart. 

UmftBville «. 
Bte'aoase. 
Jones o. 



104 Met PoL Diet 

Council 
106 Glamorganshire. 



Coanty 

Magistrate's 
case. 
106 Lancashire, Mayor, ftc. of Southport v. Blrkdale 
Urban District Coondl Magistrate's case 



Digitized by 



Google 



278 



THE WEEKLY NOTBa 



[Oct. 24, 1896. 



107 London. The Queen o. Vestry tof i Bromley, St. 

Leonard Texple. Sheffield) J^isl for numdamns to 
pay pension 

108 Same. Dennis (admx., fto.) v.* Forbes k ore. 

Goon^ Court. FlaintUTs appeal. 

109 Same. Hamlyn & Go. v. Steele County Coart. 

PlaintUEs' appeaL 

110 London. Oonservaton of Blver Thames v. City of 

London Union b anr. Quarter Sessions. Special 
case, la k 13 Via, c. 46. 

111 lAncashire. Osbom v. Wood Bros* Magistrate's 



112 Gloucestershire, Cheltenham. Groodlock v. Cousins 
County Court. Defendant's appeaL 



BEVENUE PAPER. 

Fob Hearikg. 

causes bt engufih information. 

Attomey-Geft. r. The Verderers of the Kew Forest k on. 
partheari 



Attorney-Gen. «. Newcomen (since dec) md on. pm 

'lieaTd 
Attorney-Gen. «. Earl of Carlisle k on. 

Special Cask. 
Re The Mayor, kc. of Borough of Nottinf^bam 

Case Stated as to Staxp Dott. 

Mersey Docks k Harhoor Boaid (Apptta.^ and The 

Commre. of Inland Revenue, He^ta. 

Motions for Attachment 1<X 



DIVISIONAL LIST.— SUMMARY. 

Special Paper ^ 

Opposed Motions . . . . , , . . • . 9 

Crown Paper 1 12 

Revenue • • • • • 1^ 

Total .. .. 145 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION, 



M1GEAELMA8 SITTINGS, 1890. 
Saturday, October 24th. 



The following Courts will sit until Saturday, 31st October, for the Trial of the following classes of Actions:— 

TWO COURTS for Midblebbx Special Juries. 
TWO COUBTS for Mibdlksiez Common Juries. 
TWO COURTS for Non-Jury Actions. . 
ONE COURT for Commeboial Actions and Non-Juries. 



MIDDLESEX Speeiai Jury Jettons. 

ActioDB beyond No. 1499 in this List will not 
be talcen before Monday, 2nd November. 

The following Nmnbeis will be in the List for 
Trial on Tuesday, 27th Octobeiv-Nos. 1297 
to 1888, both indnmre. 

1248 Chance (pt. hd.) «. Beverldge k ors. liliel 

(day to be samed) 
1388 Beatty (pt nd.) V. CoUlngworfh aasault 

(day to be named) 



10 



12ftT JdboBtane v. West k anr. slander 

1303 Cookv. Kibblewhite libel 

1304 Same V. Aylwaid libel 
1306 Same v. E. Lloyd Id. libel 
1306 Sameo. Oibbs libel 

1316 Saunders v. Sonth Coast Land Soc. contract 

1317 Abbott V. Arrol contract 

1333 Dotnall «. L. G. 0. Co. Id. pen. InJ. 



1363 Pearce v. L. Q. 0. Go. Id. pers. inj. 
1366 Kerr kon. v. Fanvel detfaine 
1379 Bterer k anr. v. Liveeey stockbroker's aat. 
1381 Same v. F. Wbeler stockbroker's acct. 

1387 Hughes V. Feeney libel 

1388 Same v. Birmingham News k Printing Co. M. k 

anr. libel 

1416 Amnp v. West slander 
1237 Beatty V. NeUer libel 

1417 Stoakl^ V. Same libel 

1467 Smith v. L. k S. W. Ry. Co. pers. inJ. 

1466 Plgby V. East Ham Urban District Council Lord 

Campbell's Act 
1469 Hewitt v. Spiers & Fbnd Id. trespass 

1477 Price v.Wddan contract 

1478 Hnmbess v. Imperial Life Insoe. Co. k orn. 

declaratkm 



615 

903 

1118 

1276 

1336 

1395 

1405 

I 1435 

I 1446 

I 1466 

1479 

, 1481 

I 1484 

, 1499 

I 

1504 
! 1506 
, 1520 
I 1528 
. 1535 
I 1540 

1647 
I 1557 

1559 
; 1565 



1569 
1571 



1 1575 
I 1581 
1588 
I 1593 
; 1598 
I 1599 
; 1609 
i 1613 
, 1624 

I 1625 
1626 



Liquidation Estates Purchase Co. Id. v. Haldon k 

ors* poesesskm 
Houldsworth v. Priestley contract 
Alliance Contracflog Co. Id. v, Johnstone contract 
Nicholls V. Allen pers. inJ. 
Edwards k anr. o. Uedgeoock declaration 
l^ewsam k anr. v. Gosheron injunction 
Schuler v. Bedford Park Stores Id. negligence 
Bisgood V. Gresham Life Assce. Sec. conimls sion 
Peraee v. I^vidson oontract 
Leconte v. Jacobs mal. pros. 
Thorman v. Evans detinue 
Cameron v. Hubert k anr. contract 
Gregory v. Ripley covenant 
Harris v. Cloots slander 
Horsell v. Myers k Wife work 



Eadie v. L. G. 0. Co. Id. pent. inJ. 

Schen v, Klckert k on. goods sold 

Hewitt V. Balderson k Son distress 

Lynch «. Nat. Telephone Co. Id. pers. iivj. 

Wood koa.v. Dicks k ors. libel 

Swann v. Jewell Judgment 

Kincaid v. Muller k anr. contract 

Ferdinand v. Edington slander 

Broomfleld v. North Met. Trams Co. pen. inJ. 

Page V. J. P. Roberts's Stores wnmg dls. 

Joyes «. Loe k anr. assault 

Caas 9. Universal Stock Exchange Id. money 

received 
Schupplsser k Sons v. Weyers k Coles k anr. bill 
Spencer v. Scott contract 
Hunt V. Hagemann mal. pros. 
Blundell v. Star Newspaper Co. Id. lil^el 
Chiles V. Mason libel 
Gordon v. Wight tend. r^ie. 
Bazzone v. Notley fraud, reps. 
Myers v. Shippam salaiy 
Sharwood k Co. «. Gordon Is Dilworth Id. k anr. 

libel 
Knell Vi London Trams Co. U. pers. ii^* 
Battcher v. London^ Tilbury k Southend Ry. Co. 

k anr. pers. li\j. 

Tompeon wortc 



1638 
1689 
1649 

1660 
1662 
1663 
1673 
1674 
1677 
1681 
; 1683 
' 1684 

1697 
, 1698 
: 1699 
' 1714 
I 1723 



1724 
1727 
1736 

1742 
1762 



Mackinnon r. Patereon wainnty 

Fox r. Jerome k ors. libel 

Johnson v. London, Chatham k Dover By. Caw 

pen. InJ. 
AUender «. Clayton money lent 
Williams «. OdeU k Co. pen. ti^. 
Sutton Is Wilb V. Same pets. inJ. 
Nelson v. McNeil k Co. wrong. «1Ib. 
DandlooUe & Co. M. u. TiancasiiirB nooiyTCoeivel 
Sturipe «. Rolls breadi of promise 
Anderson v. Glengall Ironworin kL pen. inJ. 
Guez V. London Exhibitions kL eoDtraot 
RnsseU Bros. r. Bendigo Gold Fields Id. stock- 
broker's account 
Gater v. Waltbam Abbey, kc Gas Cow iafmOim 
Spencer & Co. V. Eastwood & Oo. kL goodsarii 
Yanle-Buller v. Lord Tweedmootfa eoolnct 
B«rtonv.A.N.Pr7erlECo. Loid Campb^a Ad 
Gorman v. London, Chatham k Dover 1^. Oa 

pers. luj. 
Mesiser v. Saunders k on. work 
Jenkins «. Great Eastern Ry. Go. pen^ faU- 
Oark V. Great Yarmoutti Steaaa Tqg Co. a 

negligence 
Stiven V. Wdsford libel 
Miller V. Jjon. Coun^ Comdl 



1631 Belfleklv. 



MIDDLESEX Commm /vry Adiou, 

Actions beyond Ko. 1607 in tbu lirt will boI 
be taken before Monday, 2nd NoTember. 

The following Numbers wfll be in the listfar 
Trial on Tuesday, 27th October— Noa, HIS 
to 1514, both indusiye. 

1418 Smith V. Davis breach of pcomise 

1420 Crisp V. Green slander 

1425 Fuller v. Lorimer k Col eakiy 

1426 Newman v. Smith tnad. npe. 
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FiXTlDgtoii k Wlft V. -London Roai Car 0>. R 

pcra. ta\J.l 
Lore V. Fftyne monej lent 
Me Grath V. DavUson dektnne 
Mtddock «. MaddDck money lent 
WUlkms V. FerriroU work 
Key 9. Johneon, Dymond k Son pen. inj. 



detinne 



negligence 



1431 

1441 
14M 
14M 
1496 

1514 



Utt 

ttlC 8eiiie«. DWM note 

nit MirriMMH 9, lUaon .»» 

ia» Biaitfavifie «. Attenboroiigh & on. 

UN JotuMon o. Slom' po oBew lon 

Vm JoiMB«.Hkjden Shnto 

1356 BoilqiM V. FaithftaU ^ onr. penalty 

1316 Edmonds V. Fiiyne aaoanlt 

1410 IXiKglaa Jk anr. V. Needham rent 

14SI Ung V. SeddoQ gnarantee 

WT Smtth «. London Boad Car Co. 

SK Leaver «. Gllieon nei^igence 

1SI8 Macdnnald v. Holdgworth goods nold 

VS» Gnham v. Todor PobtkblDg Co. k anr. Ubel 

., isa King V, Fits-Oeoige Is ore. contrart 

1541 Mmm 9. Jameson dander 

tS48 Bead «. Hadm^ Vestry tresnass- 

1549 Hace V. Jackson alander 

1558 MacConneU V. SJaters, Id. deUnne 

1»4 Crawtlier«.Ling negUgenoe 

IMS Verlwyen o. Freeman covenant) to be tried 

uao Fieeman v. Verfaeyen ftand. reps, f together 

ISM Ward 9. Mealing trespass 

U94 DnberiyJk Wifev. RnmboU Ubd 

mi SfamnoDds v. Allbntt work 



1608 Brind «. Adams* maL proa. 

1S19 Hemingway v. Whitehead iml. pros. 

1«33 Goddaid «. Ki^ covenant 

1«8 CoUlna «. Pitflekl k Co. cheque 

Itto Threndwell v. BalneB slander 

1«8S Stokes V. London Boai Car Co. pers. inJ. 

U» lUenon «. Tboaason work 

ITW Harris v. R. White k Sons Id. per. Inj. 

1906 Mggs «. Todor Publishing Oo. & anr. libd 

Vm Fisher V. HargoUnskl- Ubel 

inc Bavis V. Oraliam k anr. 

1739 Ssnkey V. Soott & anr. bill 

1733 Bawaon «. Morton pers. i^J. 

1741 Sampson «L Charlton pers. inl. 

1743 ntiwlUtam V. Balls Issue 

1744 Sogers V. OoUlns mon^ received 
1791 Hitch V. Llaidet guanntee 

1797 Tinmas It ors. «. Dashwcod work 

1799 Holland V. Baker declaration 

1784 AUbntt V. Elder work 

1787 Lane v. Anstin Is ore. contract 

1789 Hendry ». Prior pers, li\J. 

1795 Stock & Invertment Agency r. AV. Von Kissing 

money paid 
Vnu Sune V. L. M. Von Biasing money paid 

1319 Spencer v. Jones warranty 

1894 Aahendoi v. Lnkey trespass 

1806 WlIklns«.Mears contract 

1899 Adams v. Brodle ftand rppK. 

1830 Jenkins v, Melnee maL pru). 

nil HIU V. Jennings detinne 

MU Bowse V. Bothamley breach of promise 

1819 Bmh O.Hopkins slander 

1817 Kaeoig o. Rosenberg fUander 

1818 Raace V. Alllbone Ik anr. pers. InJ. 
188 Gonv. Holohan breach of promise 
US Groom k Wife v. Harvey pen. inj. 

1830 Bamsbottcm v. The Mayfalr Property Co. k anr. 

1834 Martin «. Breweiy Joint Stock Syndicate Id. k anr. 

oontnct 
1840 WhanneU «. Keen libel 
1843 Chapman «. London Boad Car Co. Id. pers. hil. 
1855 HaiUyv. Butler &«on pers. Inj. 
UM Ballaid Id. v. Haipenden Freehold Estates Co. Id. 



IMT 
1967 
1973 
1983 
1985 
1993 
1996 



HendefBon v. Larking A& era. poasesston 

Green v. Eastwood k Oo. money received 

Morris v. Radford notes 

Warner e. Giatooi^ stockbroker's aocomnt 

Woodd V. Holden i 

Wotton V. Wotton 

I'inch V. HaidawAy 



NON'JURY ACTIONS. 

Actions beyond No. 2078 in this List will not 
be taken before Monday, 2nd November. 

The following NnmbcrB will be in the List for 
Trial on Tnesday, 27th October~Noe. 1864 
to 1970. both incliuiye. 

18«4 Knigbtv. Layton dettnoe 

1871 Hull V. Church breacb of promise 

1876 The Anny k Navy House Fnmlithing Co. Id. 

V. Pickett k on, contract 
1892 Bert>le8 V. Oswaldtwlstte Urban District ConncU 

1899 
1919 
1921 
1922 
1926 
1932 
1934 
1944 
1947 
1949 
1966 
1970 



1357 J. Salter Ic Go. V. Rich tieapass 

1861 Bennett v. London Road Car Co. Id. pers. inj. 

1893 Beancfaamp v. Chalk It anr. trespau 

1388 Haward Bros. v. Terxabona Co. Id. goods sold 

1878 Goklsmitb V. 81m«m ^ ors. Ubel 

1886 Ivens e. Lowensteln slander 

ln» Samuel o. Driver bUls 

UI3 liCbus V. Sinclair pers. Iz^. 

Ul« A4y 9. O'Connor &0Z& libel 

1911 Maicnseen v. Hhoard detinne 

1814 Dwells V. Johnson penk IrJ. 

1188 Armstrong v. De la Rue k Ca pers. iqj. 

IMl Haywaid V. Lilley work 

1M8 Weekes v. South London Equitable Building Soc. 

detfame 
1852 .Sell's Advertising Agen^ Id. v. The Harmony 

Boiax Co. work 
1163 Wniiams v. Biraey fUse Impt. 



1974 

1990 

1997 
2005 
2014 
2016 
2020 
3 
1069 
1233 
1233 
1454 
1633 

1666 
1611 
1686 
1765 
1833 
1860 
1867 
1880 
1884 
19^4 
1939 
1962 
1966 
1979 
1980 
1981 
1982 
1984 
1991 
1994 
2001 
2326 
2034 
2U36 

2041 
2049 
2064 
2066 

2056 
, 2057 
I 2069. 
2060 
2«j61 
2063 
2067 
2071 
2072 
2076 
2077 
2p78 



Pinchln V. Tnbba covenant 

De Caaaano v. New Emeralds Cb. money paid 

Nixon Ie on. t>. Channdy k on. pos«««ion 

Roberts n. GIbbins possession 

Bull V. Tongue dettaine 

Mew Ik anr. V. Ind, Coope It Cb. M. iwne 

Hooton «. WiUiamaon k Sons kL contract 

Hooegood V. Pedler k on. Solicitor's bill 

Harvey o. Splnks possession 

Lines k anr. «. Usher k anr. money paid 

Bubb V. Maine poasession 

Finlay Mexican Investment Corpn. policy 

South African Territaries Id. v. Wellington 

contract 
Aire k Calder Glass BotUe Works (B. Biefflt k 
. Co.) V. Manael covenants 
Shnckburgh v. Dawson bill 
Stanmons v. Plnmpton note 
Cadett V. Pearson copyright 
Tucker v. Hall It oro. possession 
.Chick V. PettU covenant 
Dumbleton k on. v. William a & ors. contract 
Purkis k ore. v. Lawrenoe k on. trespass 
Green k anr. v. Frith work 
Sutheret v. Pilling guarantee 
Mnrchlson Syndicate Id. V. Fielder contract 
Ooolmirdie ConsoUdated G^d Mines Id. v. Borland 

Sutton k anr. e. Gibbs possession 

Scott t>. Gregory k Co. contract 

Woreley V. Bnvgtnne contract 

Dollar V. Bayley k Co. work 

Orchard v. Buchanan bills 

Jackson V. Seal issue 

Holdich k on. v. Mould covenant 

Mayor, &c of Colchester v. Brailey mone^- nail 

Frost e. Knight notes 

Irvine v. Hay covenant 

King V. Russell contract 

Coles. & ore. v. Palmer deed 

Baker r. Mandeville wrong dh. 

Gwynne v. Bute Docks Co. work 

Warner t». Plumbly k Co. stockbroker's acct. 

Same ». Bennett k Co. rtockbroker's acct. 

Same v. Bradbum stockbroker's acct. 

Same o. Mltcalfe stockbroker's acct. 

Hardacre v. Archer k anr. penalties 

Tebbutt V. Hughes k anr. money recei\-ed 

Appleyard v. Lambeth Vestry declaration 

Macfiarlane k anr. v. Maxted contract 

Bamett v. Williams covenant 

EngUsh, Scottish and Aastndian Bank Id. v. Cliate 

k anr. money reoelvei 
Nathan v. Huth dbtress 
Fordham v. Wae goods sold 
White V. Ellis issue 
North CharterUnd Exploration Cu. U. r. RkMrdau 

calls 
Same r. Rowe calls 
Rldgway e. Osborne contract 
Dennis k anr. v. Ganteanme k anr. contract 
Incorporated Froprietaiy id. v. Edgcome contract 
Davis V. Sugars goodi sold 
Collier V. Kenworthy money lent 
Richardson v. Washington k anr. issue 
Hall V. Sheridan money paid 
Central Wealth of Nations e. Wood calls 
Butts r. Taylor money paid 
Smith V. Blrkin bills 
Taykr V.Clark oontnct 



2081 
2086 
2090 
2091 
2094 
2095 
2008 
2099 
2102 
3103 
2104 
2105 
2107 
2108 
2111 
2113 
2lU 
2117 
2118 

2120 

312S 
2126 
3136 
3127 

2128 
2120 
2136 
2139 
2141 
2143 
2144 
2156 
2157 
2160 
2168 

2170 
2176 
2177 
2180 
2184 
3189 
2191 

2207 
2208 
2309 
2211 
2213 
2215 
2218 
2220 

3230^ 



Baker k Wife v. Joslin k anr. trespass 

Crosse k Sons «. Bashall k on. work 

Hawkins v. Tune poaaeasion 

Billioga V. Glover oommisBion 

Loge V. Sperling and Oo. money received 

Birch V. Petenien money lent 

Biddell k on. v. Danlells k ore. poeaeesion 

Wood 4 on. «. Gibba It anr. poasession 

Tnron Gold Mines Id. v.J>a vies calls 

Hamilton v. Sinclatr k anr. contract 

Rndall k anr. t. Ferris possession 

Bellord v. Petre k anr. oieque 

Sir R. Hanson k on. v. Abrahams poasession 

Pearse v, Znccani contract 

Neapean v. Nantes detinne 

Bachmann k anr. v. L. G. 0. Co. Id. jmb. ii\J* 

Greet v. Lambert rent 

Kirkwood V. Oldfield note 

Meyer v. Mines Acquisition k Development Co. Id. 



2244 

2247 
2249 
3252 
2256 
2267 
2267 



De Murrieta & Co. Id. & ors. v. Galbides 

lent 
Teoman v. Staveley k anr. contract 
Whitwell kon.v. Lakeman k anr. 
Friedlander v. Ascber k ore. ii^Junction 
Wlnser v. Northern Wealth of Nations Id. ftand* 

repa. 
Horner «. Ratner Safe Co. Ul. salary 
Same v. Cox Is anr. contract 
CDonnell v. Regan contract 
Derriman v. Derriman k ore. covenant 
Rlordan v. Vickere cheque 
Thomlinsoi v. Lightboume k on. contract 
Romen-Alena v. Bicknell contort 
Dixon V. Salmon poesesaion 
Deane v. Nash pers. tnj. 
Fowler k anr. v. Solomon li'ork 
Johnson v. The Technical Aaeoc. of Londfm ]d» 

goods sold 
Grilflths V. Brown contract ^ 

Armstrong v. Klrton account 
Pemberton v. Claremont money paid 
Collins V. Wallace contract 
Knocker v. Hands work 
Morton & Co. V. King bUl 
Campbell Johnston «. CampbeU Johnston money 

received 
Wheatley v. Smith k anr. issue 
Bodkin o. Barker covenant 
Jackson v. Scoble poasession 
Aakwlth V. Sheridan k on. money lent 
Morrison k Son o. Nelson k anr. trover 
WUlmer v. Sheridan k anr. 
Hamoett k Co. v. Forester 
btuart & Ca Id. V. The Capitol Freehold Land wad 

Investment Co. Id. commission 
Smith V. Mc Kim, Sons k Co. work 
Arthuxton v. Metropolitan Bank of England and 

Wales, Id. contract 
Finch-Hatton v. United Kingdom Debenture Banic 

Id. work 
Joseph k anr. v. Vickere fraud, reps. 
Cooke V. Beith It anr. 
Dent V. Hayes p 
p. Tims It 



goods sold 
goods sold 



Norris v. Tims ft anr. 
Lloyd V. JefTeries commission 
Venxm Ic Co. Id. & on. v. Vernon, Jnnr. UHiney 
paid 
2270 King's Universal Supply Id. o. Grey detinue 

2272 Rosier k ore. v. Cracknell poasession 

2273 MiOor V. Storey k anr. commiaskm 
2280 Mann v. Gates work 

2284 The Venemelan Austin Gold Mfaiing Co. Id. vi 

Blanco contract 
2288 Calcutt Ic ore. V. Stone 
2292 Brioe Ic Son V. Lewis It < 
2298 Ockeuden k on. v. Hurst 
2304 Moeer v. Lamond work 
2308 Falconer k anr. v. Wilson 
2310 Cadogan V. Schutz bill 
2322 De Yesian v. British Gold Fields of West AiHc« 

Id. issue 
2328 E. Ashdown Id. v. Paxton copyright 
2333 Lee 9. Lee Issue 
2339 Keloey v. Keloey money lei]ft 
2341 Horwood v. Press k anr. negligence 

2346 Nish It Co. V. Calvert stockbroker's acct. 

2347 M. D. Bell V. Hughes money lent 

2348 G. M. A. Bell v. Hughes money lent 
2350 Mann &anr. v. Williamson groimi rent 
2352 Jellicue o. Gillett ft anr. work 

2362 Dean v. Jayes k Co. pers. InJ. 

2369 Andereon k ore. v. Stokes k anr. money lent 

2370 Collier k anr. v. StalTord work 
3372 Curtice V. Struthere trespass 

2373 Flrbank v. Denaby Main Colliery Co. Id. oontrad 

2374 Gillett V. JelUcoe issue 
2378 Keane v. Thompson contract 

IContinued on page 282.] 
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HIG^H COURT OF JUSTICE. 

* QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 



MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1896. 



Dates. 



1886. 

OCTOBEB •. . 21 

24 

• .. 26 

27 



NOYEUBER • 2 

6 
.^ „ 9 

10 

16 

1 

2 

3 

21 



LoBD Cflisr 

JUSTIOB. 



POLLOOK'B. 



ISoatb Kasteni 
Cironit 



Nisi Prlus 



Hawkots J. 



Divisional 
Court 



Matbkw J. 



North and 

South Wales 

Circuit 



Cate J. 



Day J. 



WnxaJ. 



Chambers 



Nisi PriuB 



Oxford Circuit 



I^EOmBBB. 



Chambers 



End 



Divisional 
Court 



Nisi Prius 



Obabtham J. 



Divisional 
Court 



Midland. 
Circuit 



End 



I 



Nor^ Easteni 
Circuit 



End 



The Business of the Courts will be taken in accordance with the Judges' Resolutions of May 2i, 1894. The Judges named to sit 
in Divisional Court will, whenever it becomes necessary, ait at Nisi Prius. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 



MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1896. 



APPEALS AND MOTIONS IN BANKRUPTCY. 



Atfeals for hearing before a Divisional 
CouBT Sitting in Bankruptcy, from County 
Courts, pending Michaelmas, 1896. 
In re T»ylor Expte. Trofitee 
In re Evans Expte. Jones 
In re Oinndy Expte. Onmdy 
4 In re Sannders Expte. Fry 

MonoNS in Bakkbuftot for hearing before 
Mr. Justice Vaughak Willums, pending 
Michaelmas, 1896. 
In re Bottomley Expte. Smith «. Haydoa (stand 
over by oonaenft) 



In re Same Expte. Smith v. Fenny (stand over 

by consent) 
In re Linton Expte. Debtor k Wilb «. Brown, 

JansmfcCo. 
In re Same Enyte. Same v. Walpole, Oieenwell 

SOTS. 

In re Same Expte. Same v. Janson, Cobb, Fear- 
son & Go. 

In re Same Expte. Mrs. Linton v. Brown, Jmh- 
son Ac Co. 

In n Beanchamp Bros. Expte. Carr v. Troatee 
(stand over nxr consideration) 

In re Taylor Expte. Offldftl Receiver v. Myers k 



In re Somes Expte. Barday, Bevan & Co. v. 

Foster 
In re Paine Expte. Bead v. Warren 
In re Same Expte. Same v. Barnard 
In n Miliar Expte. Palmer v. B. Williams 
In n Wells k Craft Expte. Feast «. Thomas 
In re Ashwfn Expte. FoUock v. Ball 
In re Burr Biq)le. Claric «. Stofploii 

In re Fanta Expte. AshmotB k on. «. Official 



15 



In re Russell Exple. Board of Trade «. Traitee 
In re Lawrence Exple. Same «. Same 
In re Jones, J. T. Expte. Same «. Sane 
20 In re Mlnto Expte. Same v. Same 



Mattbbs in Bankbuftct. — ^Total Appeals and Motions . . 



.. 24. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 



MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1896. 



WnXIAMB J. 



Lawbanoi J. 



Western 
Circuit 



Gompaniea' 
Gases and 
Bankniptcy 



Wbzobt J. 



NisiPrins 



Central 

Criminal 

Court 

»» 

Divisional 

Court 



Collins J. 



Bbuoe J. 



(Nisi Prins 
Commercial 

List and 
(Railway and 

Canal 
Commission 
intervening) 



Difisional 
Court 



(Chambers 
intervening) 



North Eastern Nisi Prius 
Circuit I 



End 



Nisi Prius 



Northern 
Circuit 



KSNNKDT J. 



Northern 
Circuit 



B] 



Mr. Justice Yauohak 
Williams will be sitting 
at Nisi Prius in the event 
of Bankruptcy and Com- 
panies' Cases not being 
ready. 



Two of Her IfMesty's 
Judges, yet to be selected, 
will attend the November 
and December Sessions of 
the Central Criminal Court. 



I 



The date of the Judges' 
return firom the Northern 
Circuit is uncertain. 



The Business of the Courts will be taken In aoooidance with the Judges' Bosolutions of May 24, 1894. The Judges named to sit 
in Divisional Court will, whenever it becomes necessary, sit at Nisi Prius. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
QUE EN'S BENCH DIVI SION. 

MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1896. 

A to F. 
An Applications by Summons or otherwise in Actions assigned 
to Master Kate are to be made returnable before him in his own 
Boom, No. 181, at 11.80 a.m., on JTondayc, Wednetday^ and 
Miayt, on and after the 9th November. 

G to N. 
All Applications by Summons or otherwise in Actions assigned to 
Usster Maodonell are to be made returnable before him in his 
own Boom, No. 188, at 11.80 a.m., on JKondayt, Wednetdayt, and 
FHdayB, 

O to Z. 

All Applications by Summons or otherwise in Actions assigned to 
Master Wilbbbiobcb are to be made returnable before him in his 
own Boom, No. 178, at 11.80 a.m., on Tuetiayt, Thmndayt, and 
8aiwrdaif$, on and after the 10th November. 



The Parties are to meet in the Ante-room of Masters' Chambers, 
and the summonses will be inserted in the Printed List for the day 
after the Summon^ to hh heard before the Mabter sitting in Chambers, 
•ad will be called over by the Attendant on the respective Booms 
for a first and seoond time at 11.30, and will be dealt with by the 
Mater in the same manner as if they were returnable at Chambers. 

Bt Obdbb ov the Mastsbs. 



HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE. 
QUEEN'S BENOH DIVISION. 



MASTERS IN CHAMBERS FOB MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 
1896. 


A to F. 


Mondays .... 




Wednesdays. . . ./ 


Master Johnsov. 


Fridays . . .1 




Tuesdays .... 


Master Pollock on and from 29th 


Thursdays .... 


October. Mister Kayb will at- 


Saturdays .... 


tend 24th and 27th October. 


C 


J to N. 


Mondays .... 




Wednesdays. 


Master Btttlbb. 


Fridays .... 




Tuesdays . 




Thursdays .... 


Master Walton 


Saturdays . . .] 




( 


3 toZ. 


Mondays .... 


Master ABOiimAiJ> on and from 9th 


Wednesdays. 


November. Master Kate until 


Fridays . " . 


7th November, indosive. 


Tuesdays .' 


Master Maslet Smith on and from 




10th November. Master Wilbm- 


Thursdays .... 


FOBCB until the 7th November, 


Saturdays .... 


i^dusivje.^ , 
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3379 MeroantUe Agency Ca kl. v. Kirby, Beard & Co. 

Id. oootract. 
2380 Andrews & anr. v. Le Marchant rent 



S38t Chambon v. Banaao coHttaci 

2383 Reeve «. PbilUps goods sold 

23f0 Kjflin «. Sttapeoa oodHImA 

2391 Geiaaendorfer v. Mendelaaofan mcaiey received 



2392 Hawley 9. Phillips ooutract 

2393 Vhllp V. Colly k anr. oommiaBbn 
2396 Ladbniy o. Stone note 

2405 Morten v. Soatiierst k, on. bill 



SUMMARY OP ACTIONS ENTERED FOR TRIAL to OCTOBER 20th, Inclusive. 

Special Jvries. Common Juries. Total. 

Middlesex 23> .'. 196 .. 426 

Non-Jurii8 32G 

London 10 .. 4 .. 14 

Commercial Causes . . . . . . . . 4 

(Cases are only entered in the Commercial Jiiat when the days are fixed for Trial) 

Set down und'^p Order XIV 13 

768 



Note. — This Summary shows the total number of Actions for Trial up to and inclusive of the above date. 



COUET OF APPEAL AND HIGH OOUET OF JUSTICE— CHANCEEY DIVISION. 



MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1896. 







BOTA OF BEaiSTBABS IN ATTENDANOE IN THE ENSUINa WEEK. 




.lUm 


AprsAL 
Oouu n. 


Mb. Jimnoa 
Chittt. 


Mb. Jmnoa 

HOBXH. 


Mb. JinxiOB 
Bnauom. 


Mb. Jorigb 


Mb. JusnoB 

BOMBB. 


DAm 


MoDdaj, Oct. 


20 


Ifr. Lavli 


Ifr. Baal 


Mr. PeMbarton 


Mr. GkwH 


Mr. Laaoh 


Mr. Ftemar 


MflBday, Oct. 26 


TamABj 


21 


„ OvrinstoQ 


„ P"^ 


o.Waid 


M J«ok« 


„ Ckdftqr 


„ Bd» 


Toaadaj „ 27 


Wadneidaj 


28 


„ La^to 


« Baal 


„ FMbarton 


„ Oairaa 


„ hmA . 


« nimm 


Wadnaadaj „ 28 


Tlmnday 


29 


M OMttngtan 


jIm Pogli 


M Waid 


» JMkm 


•» Qodfr^f 


., Bdl 


nnnaday „ 29 


Wdaj 


30 


H Lavto 


» Baal 


„ PMMrton 


„ €3ow« 


M I*-** 


„ Tkiaar 


Fridaj „ 30 


flatuiday 


31 


„ OvrinStoQ 


M Pogh 


M Waid 


,, Jadcaw 


„ Oodft^ 


„ Bolt 


Satoiday .. 31 



\* The ChriitmoM VaoaUon wOK c 



I on Tkursdof, tk$ 2Uk iai^ pf Deounber, 1890, and ttrminaU on Wedne$day, Oa Btk i/a/g i^ January, 1897. tett daf* Aieliifte. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 



ADMIRALT Y.^MIGHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1896. 



ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 



10 



15 



Ship •* Alexandre " 

„ " Clavbblby " 

„ "Crrr of York" 

„ ** Ceaiolands *' 

. „ •♦Cypheb" 

„ **DlDO" 

„ •* Ernestine " 

„ "Fusi Yama" 

„ ''Harold Haarfageii' 

„ "Kbbblb" 

„ "Hattor" 

„ "Heron" 

.„ "Ingram" 

„ "Lotus" 

„ "Maria" 

.„ "March" 



Ship " Newby " 

„ "Oporto" 

„ "Pumsoll" 

20 „ " Pbovedenza " 

„ " Ptarmigan " 

„ " Ravenbhelgh " 

„ "Rose Elaine" 

„ "St. Mirren" 

25 „ "Trocas" 

„ "Taqcs" 

„ "Vbnner" 

„ "ViLLE DE Rolen" 

„ "Vesta" 

80 „ "Wharfe" 

„ "Wallsend" 

82 „ "Wooloomooloo" 



APPEAL TO THE DIVISIONAL COURT. 
Ship "Hawarden." 



.SUMMARY.— Actions for Trial 



32 ; Appeal to Divisional Court 



1— Total 



Memorandum. — ^No complete List of Actions to be tried in this Division during Michaelmas Sittings can be given in advance^ as the number 
and order in which they will be tri( d are necessarily dependent upon the presence in this Country of Seafaring Witnesses whoso 
movements are unavoidably uncertain. The List will therefore be subject to alterations aid additions, ^^ 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 
PROBATE ACTIONS and MATBIMONIAL CAUSES to he Heard and Tried at MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1896w 



Abbmviationb.— P. Probate— B. Dissolutdon of Mamage-nJ.S. Judicial Separation— N. Nullity— I. Issue— 
B.O.B. Bestitution of Conjugal Bights— A. Act on Petition. 



A. List of Cainses in the order in which they are set down for Trial wUl he j^osted at the Registry y Somerset House, and Supplemental 

Lists wUl hs printed from time to time. 

Parties must hs prepared to try their Causes ten days after the same hxve heen set down for Trial. 



Ko. i 



soLicrrow. 



NAME OF CAUSE. 



H.D. 
H.D. 
H.D. 
H.D. 

H.D 
WJ). 
H.D. 



1 


Hl>. 


2 


HJ). 


3 


W.D. 


4 


.W.N. 


5 


W.D. 


6 


W.D. 


7 


WJ). 


8 


H.D. 


9 


W.D. 


10 


H.D. 


U 


W.D. 


12 


W.D. 


13 


H.D. 


U 


W.D. 


15 


W.D. 


16 


H.D. 


17 


W.D. 


18 


H.D. 


19 


BLD. 


20 


RD. 


21 


BLD. 


22 


W.D. 


23 


H.D. 


2i 


H.D. 


25 


H.D 


26 


W.D. 


27 


H.D. 


I 28 


W.D. 


29 


H.D. 


80 


W.D. 


31 


>H.D. 



PUintirs. 



PART-HEABD CAUSES. 

NaUee to he given at Court when Parties are ready to 
proceed with the further Hearing of these Causes. 

Tomlin r. Tomlin & Dixon • • • . . 

Kokes V. Kokes & Golding 

GrAoknell v. Cracknell & Biley • • . . 
Bourne v. Bonme & Spreng • # • • . 

Seeking v. Seekins & Adams 

Bowlands v. Rowlands 

Ahlbom r. Ahlbom & Mcintosh . • • . 



BEFORE THE COURT ITSELF- 
DEFENDED DIVORCE. 



UX- 



Dntton V. Dutton & Webber . 
Hitt r. Hitt & Brier • . . 
Fox V. Fox .... 
Barrett orse. Mansell v, Barrett 
Barbam v. Barham , • 
Hooking v, Hookins « « 

Fitz Hugh V. Fitz Hugh « 
Wright 17. Wright . 

Uoyd V. Lloyd • 
Bannifiter v. Bannister & Sinclair 
Edwards v. Edwards . • 
Holman v. Holman • • 
Bioagb V. Brough 
Boamanith v. Rosmanith 
Dalby v. Dalby . . . 
Robinson v. Robinson & Yarrow 
Hamilton v. Hamilton . 
> Barton v. Burton, Miles, Barratt and Milo^ 



Dnrbrow v. Durbrow, Collyer & Hood 



Toms V, Toms & Lawrence 
Smith V, Smith ft Simpson 
Keller v. Keller . 
Webb V. Webb & Attoe . 
Barues v. Barnes & Glenney 
Gleadow v. Gleadow ft Byrne 
Brett V, Brett 
Gooding v. Gooding • 
Jenner v. Jenner . 
Bray V. Bray ft Rowett . 
Harrison v, Harrison 
Swords V, Swords ft Ayling 



Cannon & Palmer. 
T.JI. Philpots. 
In Person .... 
Huxham ft RawUn- 

SOD. 

H. Kerby. . . . 
Lloyd, George ft Co. 
Taylor ft Taylor. 



Ford ft Ford. 
Collyer-Bristow ft Co. 
R. White. 

A. Tickner . . • 
Bosk ft Mellor. 
Sheffield, Son ft 

PowelL 
Price ft Sons. 
Grover, Humphreys 

ft Son. 
Thomas E. Peet 
L. Kirkman. 
C. T. Wilkinson. 
Maudes ft TunnlcliiTe 
Chester ft Co. . . 
Rowcliffes ft Co. . . 
Collyer-Bristow ft Co. 
Marshall ft Co. . . 
Berkeley ft Son . . 
Calkin, Lewis ft 

Stokes. 
Prior, Church ft 

Adams 
Welman ft Sons 
Cnnliffes ft Davenport 
Maynard ft Sons. 
Calkin, Lewis ft Co. 
Taylor ft Taylor. 
T. D. Dutton. 
J. N. Mason ft Co. 
F. Osbaldeston. 
Sharpe, Parker ft Co. 
Bolton ft Co. 
T. A Demnison. 



A W. Mil's. 



Defendant's. 



Go-] 



Maynard ft Son. 



F. Hatton. 
R. Jenkins. 



Bower & Co. 
In Person. 



Asprey ft Hairis. 
A. Toovev. 
O. B. Thomas. 

R. Edridge. 
Thomeycroft ft Willis 
E. E. Hobson. 
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No. 


NAME OF CAUSE. 








M.^ ^mt9»MJ V^A ^tf^&^hvA^* 




Plaintirt. 


Defendant's. 




32 W.D. 


Powell t>. Powell .... 


D. Jones. 




I 


83 W.D. 


CroBland v, Grosland . 






Harrison ft Davics. 






34 H.D. 


Bickards v. Rickards ft Mosclcy . 






F. C. Bird. 






35 WD. 


Grey v. Grey .... 






T. A. Jones. 






36 H.D. 


Taylor r. Taylor & Que. 






Wilkinson ft Son. 






37 H.N. 


Piggott V. Piggoit orse. Mattmann . 






A. Newton ft Co. 






38 W.N. 


Massey one. Morris r. Masz-cy, Hulb.rtii, llnssey 
ft Metcalfe (lu camc]&) 


Lake ft Lake. 














39 W.D. 


aarke 17. Clnrke 


. Beale ft Co. 






40 W.D. 


MichaelB V. Michaels . 






Lewis ft Lewis. 






41 H.D. 


Nuttall V. Nuttall ft Bradshaw 






Walker ft Rowe. 






42 H.D. 


Grindrod v. Grindrod ft Cryer 






Walker ft Rowe. 




^ 


43 H.D. 


Hall V. Hall ft McCalhim . 






R. White. 






44 H.D. 


Soott V. Soott, Law ft Leach . 






Walker ft Rowe. 






46 W.D. 


Morris v. Morris .... 






Riddell, Vaizcy ft 
Smith. 






46 W.D. 


Chiado r. Chiado .... 






H. Pierron. 






47 W.D. 


Wilson V. Wilson .... 






F.F. Palmer. 






48 H.D. 


Briggs r. Briggs ft Rumble . 






A. W. Mills. 






49 H.D. 


Sammons v. Sieunmons ft Thomes 






In Person. 






50 H.D. 


Johnson v. Johnson ft Raymond 






Andrew, Wood ft Co. 






51 W.D. 


Briggs V. Briggs .... 






CJhesterftCo. 






52 H.D. 


Bowling V. Bowling ft Bowling 






Stocken ft Co. 






53 H.D. 


Hunt V, Hunt ft Boyco . 






B. A. Chevcrtpn 






54/ ^-^-^ 
55 W.D. 


Reido. Reid .... 






T.H.R^d. * 






Jones V. Jones ' . . 






J. D. Langton! 
Ridsdale ft Son. * 






56 H.D. 


JeiTeries v, Jefferies, Smith ft Hudd 






' 




57 W.D. 


Wood r. Wood .... 






T. H. Phapots. 






58 W.D. 


Everiss v, Evcriss. 






Murr ft Rusby. 






59 W.D. 


GoUt;. Qoll. . . 






G. W. Earoe . . . 


Mason ft Soper. 




60 W.J.8. 


Brown v. Brown . . • . ' 






T.W.Rbssiter . . 


P. G. Robinson. 




61 W.D. 


Pearson r. Pearson .... 






Maples, Teesdale ft Co. 






62 H.D. 


Perry v. Perry ft Lynch 






Morris ft Rickards. 






63 H.N. 


West r. West orse. Young . 






W. M. Phillips. 






61 W.D. 


Chambers v. Gliambers . 






Woodcock, Ryland ft 
Parker. 






65 H.D. 


Broadbent v. Broadl»ent ft Buckley 






Scott, Spalding ft Bell. 
Pritchard ft Sons. 




• 


66 H.D. 


Hinchliffe v. Hinchliffe ft Teale . 






• 




67 H.D. 


Wood t?. Wood ft Stott . 


. 


Marriott ft Conder. 


• • 

• • 






SPECLA.L JURIES. 






1 H.D. 


Haynes v. Haynes ft Sheldon .... 


Blachford ft Co. . . 


W. H. Smith ft Son . 


W. H. Smith & 6f ». 


2 P. 


|Lee, dec. 

\Lee V. Campbell 


. • 


» • 




H.Seely .... 


White, Borrett ft Co. 




3 H.D. 


Nix V. Nix, Green ft Fitz Payne .... 


Grossman ft Prichard 


R. Kent - 




4 H.D. 


Neame v, Neame ft Ellison (stayed) 


Renshaw, Kekewieh 

ft Smith. 
Withers ft Withers • . 


Lewis ft Lewis. 




5 WJ.8. 


Fanrell r. Farroll 


Morley) Shirreff ft Co. 












/B. L. Batler/or Ixirell. 


jw.j.a 

n fl.D. 


IBrattr. Bratt \ 

(Bratt V. Bratt, Lovell, Maodonald and Kennedy ./ 


A. Newton ft Co. •. 


A. Newton ft Co. 


Tyrell Lewis for 

Macdonald. ^ 
Lewis ft Lewis for 
V Kennedy. 










7 P. 


/Jackson, dec. 

\ Black V. Critchlow (Jackson ft ors. cited) 


, 




• 


Chester ft Ck>. . . 


R. Brooks. 




8 W.J.8. 


Le Champion v, Le Champion .... 


Tr«utbeek ft Co. . 


Lewis ft Lewis. 




9 W.D. 


Cowley V. Cowley 


Lewis ft Lewis . . 


Wontner ft Sons. 




10 WJ.S. 


Abdy V, Abdy 


Thorogood ft Co. 


Black ft Moss. 








PROBATE 






BEFORE THE COURT H SELF— 1 






AND DEFENDED DIVORCE. 








1 W.D. 


Hanbury v. Hanbury 


W. Hicks. . . . 


Gf. G. Leader. 


t 


2 W.A. 


Cnmstian 9. Christian 

/Crafts, dec 
Fumival ft anr. v. Wilson ft ors 


Lawrence ft Son • . 




3 P. 


Norris, Aliens ft 


F. Duke. 










1 


Chapman. 
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No. 



4 WJ.8. 



6 W.D. 

7 W.D. 

8 W.J.8. 

9 H.D. 



10 



P. 



"Lei) 

12 w j.a 



13 p. 
U W J.S. 

15 HJ). 

16 H.D. 



NAME OF CAUSE. 



Player r. Player . 

(Cudwortb, dec. 

\Cadworth v. Hayward & anr. 

Hellewell r. Hellewell . 

Whiter. White . 

Brodriok v. Brodrick 

Grouch V. Crouch . 
/Mott, dec. 
\Mottir. Mott 



17 



19 
20 



P. 

P. 

P. 
P. 



21 H.D. 
a WJ>. 

23 H.D. 

24 P. 

25 HJ). 

« P. 

27 P. 

28 HJ). 
» P. 

30 ttD. 

31 W.D. 
32WJA 



34 P. 

35 p. 

38WJJ3. 
37 WJ.8. 

88 H.D. 

39 P. 

<0 H.D. 

tt W.D. 

42 H.D. 

fi H.N. 

44 W.D. 

« W.N. 

« H.D. 



Hedley v. Hedley 
Taylor «. Taylor . 

^Gentry, dec. 
\Gentiy v. Gentry . 
Hargan v, Hargan 

Biimion v. Biimion 
Peam v. Feam 

{Haddon, dec. 
Hendy v. Webb . 



r Upton, dec. 

\Vpton V, Bteedon & Steedon cited . 

rHoiue,dee. 

\HoDie & ou. V. Hoaee ft anr. (by guardian) 

{Armstrong, dec 
Armstrong «. Major & ors. 



Cooper V. Cooper ft Hitching 
Brooke t7. Brooke • 

Horn V. Horn ft Johnson 

{Coke, dec. 
Coke V. French . 
Filmer v, Filmer ft Steph< 



|Mnnroe,dec. 

\Macbeaih ft anr. v. Salmon ft anr. . 

jLeeSjdec. 

\Bailey v. Lees 

Clark V. Clark ft Drew ..... 

'Hartley, dec. 

Williams v. Williams ft anr 

Bums V. Boms ft M&tman (stayed— 0Qmmissi<)n7 
Cunningham v. Cunningham. • . 
Cox V. Cox 

{Cox, dec. 
Colbmder ft ors. v. Cox 



/Whitaker, dec. 

\Wainwright 9. Whitaker 

{Daiyies, <foo. 
Davies v. Davies ft Davies 

Harvey v. Harvey 

Smith V. Smith 

Bull V. Bull ft Warren (Queen's Proctor shewing 

cause\ 
fLunn, aec 
\Lunn V. Lunn ....... 

Deussen v. Deussen (Queen's Proctor shewing cause) 

Thompson v. Thompson. • . . • . 

Jenkins v. Jenkins 

Jackson v, Jackson orse. Appleby (stayed — in camerU) 

HitdieU V. Mitchell 

Evans orse. Williams v. Evans . .(in camerft) 
Shenstone (by his guardian) v, Shtastome ft Snape . 



fiOLIGITOBS. 



FkintilTt. 



Hicklin, Washington 
and Passmore. 

Wilson ft Wallis . . 
Sawyer ft Ellis . . 
Day, Russell ft Co. . 
Luniley ft Lumley . 
Loxdafe, Jones ft Co. 

Dale, Newman ft 
Hood. 

Bell, Brodrick ft Gray 

Pritchard, Englefield 
ftCa 

J. Barrett 
Stibbard, Gibson ft 

Co. 
J. Hands .... 
W. Sparks . . . 

Oldman, Clabburn ft 
Co. 

A. W.Mills . . . 



A. W. Mills . . . 

Baileys, Shaw ft 
GUlett. 

Young ft Sons . . 

Wynne, Holme ft 

Wynne. 
Indermaur ft Brown 

8. F. Taylor . . . 

Lyde ft Boper . . 



Portland ft Co. • 

BowdifTes, Bawle ft Co. 
FrithNeedham . . 

Woodcock, Byland ft 

Parker. 
Gadsden ft Treheme 
Ridsdale ft Son . • 
F. L. Keays . . . 

Church, BendelL 
Todd ft Co. 

Pitman ft Sons • . 

Bell, Brodriok ft Co. 
Allen ft Son . . . 
Li Person .... 
J. Othen, junr. . . 



T. Young 

Greenwood ft Green- 
wood. 
Lewis ft Lewis. 
B. White. 
BollitftSons • 
L. Kirkman • . 
Windybank ft Co. . 
A. H. Arnould ft Son. 



DeftediBt's. 



Thomas, * Dyson ft 
Smith. 

Geare, Son ft Co. 
Prince ft Co. 
S. Lithgow. 
Bobbins, BilliDg ft Co. 
A. C. Armstrong. 

W. J. Greig. 

Torr, Gribble ft Co. 

Grundy, Kershaw ft 
Co. 

£. Lloyd. 
C. Turner. 

Tatton ft Collyer. 
P.P. Palmer. • 

M. Webb ft Son. 



Dixon, Weld ft Dixon 

Chamberlayne ft Short. 

Badham ft Williams. 

F. Hatton. 

Walker, Son ft Field. 

Price ft Sons. 

Stibbard, Gibson ft Co. 
Kennedy, Hughes ft 
Kennedy. 

Bookeft Sons. 

Ayrton ft Biscoe. 
H. C. Lambert 

Daniel Jones. 

Lewis ft Lewis. 
Torr ft Co. 
Halsesft Ca 



Torr ft Co. 

Bocheft Son 
In Person. 
W. P. Neal. 



Bull ft Bull. 



J. B. Pakeman. 
T. H PhUpots. 
Smith ft Gofton. 
Stanley, Evans ft Co. 
Wrontmore ft Co. 
C. F. Twsit . . . 



Co-BaBpondenft. 



Ford ft Ford for] 
parties cited^ 



Digitized by 



Sharpe, Paricer ft Co. 

y Google 
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No. 



47 


P. 


48 
49 
50 
51 


H.D. 
H.D. 
H.D. 
W.D. 


52 


/W.D. 
\H.D. 


53 


H.D. 


54 


P. 


55 
56 
57 


W.D. 
W.D. 
H.D. 



1 W.J.S. 

2 W.J.S. 

3 H.D. 

4 H.D. 


5 
6 

7 


H.D. 
H.D. 
H.D. 


8 
9 


H.D. 
H.D. 


10 
11 


H.D. 
H.D. 


f 12 
13 
14 


H.D. 

H.D. 

D. 



15 H.D. 



NAME OF CAUSE. 



{SaiDsbnry, ileo. 
Walliiigford v. Sainsbory 
Coathnpe v, Coatlmpe A AUegucn . 
Magnin v. Magnin & Colo 
Bruce v. Bruce . . . . 
Swayne v. Swayne 



SOUCITOBS. 



PUintUTs. 



Edwards & Gobea 
W. T. Boydell . . 
Osborne & Osborne . 
T. W. Bossiter . . 
Kisch, Wake & Wild. 

Kettlewell tj, Kettlewell \ Bovfua A BevfuB 

Kettlewell v. Kettlewell, Chester & Dhuleep Singh . /. ^^^^ * uejius . 

Cairns v. Cainis & Farrcll . . . . I King, Wigg ft Co. . 

(Halford,dec. j 

I Halford v. Halford & Brycc Saunderson, Holland 

I &Co. 

Wright V. Wright. • i Osbom & Osbom 

Gh>odyer v. Goodycr I Maokiell ft Co. . . 

Thomas v. Thomas ft Evans I Thomas, Davies ft 

I Jones. 




Rupert Smyth. 

Indennaur ft Brown . E. Robinson. 

In PersoiL 

R. N. Hawoith. 

E. J. Mote. 

ILake ft Lake for 
}i^\ Ca /or 
Dhuleep Singh. 
Dix ft Warlow. | 



GOBIMON JURIES. 



Buinup V. Bumup 
Dunoombe v. Dunoombe 
Micbell V, Michell ft Bell 
Davidson v. Davidson • 



Brookman v, Brookman ft Lockyer. 

Lawrence v, Lawrence ft Rhode . . . . | 

Bett V, Bett ft Lamming 

I 
Raymond v. Raymond ft Fenton (cited as Fitzgerald) i 
Bradford v. Bradford ft Riohards (Respt. by her 

guardian) 
Weightman v. Weightman ft Clark 
Patterson v, Patterson ft Edmondson • . • 



Organ v. Organ ft Pearoe 
Ball V. Ball ft Goldsmith 
Kemp V. Kemp ft Povey 



Goodey v. Goodey, Qreenfleld, Middleton ft Cresswell 



Dixon, Weld ft Dixon 
Wlllett ft Sandford . 
Indermaur ft Brown. 
Dale, Newman ft 

Hood. 
C. G. Champion . . 
Frank Cherry . . 
S. Pilley . . . . 

S. G. Turner . • . 
Pownall ft Co. . . 

Indermaur ft Co. . . 
Wynne, Holme ft 

Wynne. 
Darlejr ft Cumberland 
Hamlin ft Oa • . 
H. Lovibond • . . 

Daniel Medoalf . . 



S. M. ft J. B. Benson 

Day, Russell ft Co. 
Judge ft Priestley. 
Wainwright ft Co. 



Burton, Yates ft Hart 
for Intervener. 



Campbell, Reeves ft Co.' 
Fardell ft Canning. 

Clear ft Gxeon. | 

Upton ft Brittain 
Howard ft Fenner. 



Rose Innes , . • 
W. H. Winterbotham 

Rowdiffes ft' Ca . . 
Leggatt ft Co. 

Ford ft Ford. 
L. Kirkman. 
In Person • • • . 

J. W. Baraarfl r . 



Upton ft Brittain. 

Bonner, Thompaon ft 

Bonner. 
Rose Innea. 
Monro ft Oo. 

Rowcliffos ft Co. 



In Person. 
' J. R. Pakeman /« 
GieenfieM. 
P. J. Rutland fa 
Middleton. 



Undefended 



SUMMARY OF PROBATE ACTIONS AND MATRIMONIAL CAUSES. 

67; Special Juries ... 10; Defended . . 57; Common Juries • « • 15. — ^Total 



148. 



PROBATE ACTIONS and MATRIMONIAL CAUSES standing over by Oonaent or otherwise, or stayed by order: To be 
replaced in the List of Causes for hearing on the Petitioner giving Ten days' Notice in writing to the other parties fof 
whom an appearance has been entered, and filing a Copy of sach Notice in the Registry. 



No. 



4 


wj.a 


H.D, 


2 


W.D. 


8 W.J.S. 


i 4 


H.D. 


5 


/W.B.\ 
iCR. 


6 


W.D. 


i 7 


H.D. 


8 


H.D. 


9 W.J.S. 


10 


H.D. 



NAME OF CAUSE. 



Gothard v. Gothard 

Gothard v. Gothard 

Greenwood v. Grecnwooi 

Adams v. Adams .* 

Burrows v. Burrows ft Normington 



Burley v. Burley • 

Swan r. Swan 
Jeffries r. Jeffries. 
Ford V. Ford ft Zimclli . 
Heniy r. Henry 
Thomas v. Thomas ft E^'ana 



(order C.J.) 



(order undefd.) 
(order defd.) 
(order defd.) 

(order defd.) 

(order defd.) 
(costs defd.V 
(costs defd.) 
(costs undefd.) 
(costs defd.) 



FtttMoiier's. 



A. W. Thomas . . 

Alfred R.Gery . . 
S. G. Warner. 

C. Robinson ft Co. • 

J. P.Chadwick , . 

Grossman ft (^o. . . 

E. J. Bond . . . 

Hioklin ft Co. . . 
Montagu, Scott ft Co. 

Fraser ft Ck>. . . • 

C. Robinson ft Co. • 



soucrroBa. 



Bespondent'8. 



Alfred R. Gery. 
A. W. Thomas. 

F. Freke Palmer. 
Andrew Wood ft Co. 

A. C. Derham. 



Oo-BeqxmdenK'i. 



Andrew Wood ft Co. 



I 



Bright<^ ft Lemon. 

A. G. Ditton. 

Coode ft Co. 
I R. B. Coe. 
1 Wainwright ft^. j 
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No. 



11 W.D. 

12 WJ.S. 
IS H.D. 

14 WJ.8. 

15 W.D. 

16 BLD. 

17 H.D. 

18 H.D. 

21 D. 
2SB.GJt. 

28 H.D. 

84 H.D. 

25 H.D. 

26 W.D. 

27 H.D. 

28 H.D. 

29 HJ>. 

80 WJ.S. 

81 W.D. 

82 WD. 

^ \ ML/ 

94 H.D. 
S5 H.D. 

86 H.D. 

87 HJ). 
38 D. 



88 J.S. 

40 B.C.B. 

41 D. 



42 
48 
44 

45 

46 
47 
48 
49 
50 



D. 

N. 

D. 
D. 
D. 

J.S. 
J.S. 



51 B.CJL 

52 D. 
58 

54 D. 

55 J.8. 

56 D. 

57 B.C.B. 

58 J.S. 

59 J.S. 

60 D. 

61 D. 

62 D. 
68 J.8. 

64 B.o.a 

65 J.8. 
68 D. 
«7 D. 
68 D. 

09 J.8. 



NAME OF CAUSE. 



Pilling V, Pilling .... (order nndefd.) 

Hcnshaw v. Hcnshaw . . . (order tindefd.) 

Oowley r. Oowley k McCarthy . (costs defd.) 

Grove v. Grove .... (costs defd.S 

Waddington v. Waddington . . (order nndefd.) 

McLean V. McLean & (iardner .(coetsO.J.) 
Juggins V. Jnggins, Hughes & Potter .(costs C.J.) 

Golliok V, GoUick & PhiUips orae. Lewis .(defd. G.J.) 
PhiUips V. Phillips 

NoUe V. Noble • ' • 



Self V. Self . 

Butterworth v. Butterworth 
Hogben v. Hoffben & Lyons 
Edwards r. Edwards & Gorry 
Goutts V. Goutts ft Kelly 
Muldowney v. Mnldowney 
Bicknell v, Bicknell ft Foote 
Bose v. Bose ft White . 

Parrock v. Parrock ft Taylor 
Bo^rs V, Bog^rs . 
Smith v: Smith . 
Little ir. Little . 

Street r. Street • • • 

Dunn V, Dunn ft Gee . • 
Bull V. Bull ft Wilson • 

Wooding r. Wooding ft Fcnsome 

Both well r. Bothwell ft Jones 



Trendett v. Trcmlett 



(ooBts defd.) 



(costs defd.) 
(costs defd.) 
.(costs G J.) 
(order defd.S 
(costs defd.) 
(costs defd.) 

(order nndefd.) 

(order defd.) 

(com. defd.) 

(order undefd.) 

(order defd.) 

(costs defd.) 
(costs defd.) 

(costs defd.) 

(secy, defd.) 



(Mills cited — com. defd.) 



MICHAELMAS, 1805. 
Haaien r. Hansen • . • (order defd.) 



Phillips V. Phillips 

Bird f7. Bird ft Judkins . 

Gooke V. Gookc ft Hall . 

Scott V. Scott 

Ward orse. Dormer r. Ward 

Potter V. Potter . 

Bale V. Bale ft 0*Gorman 

Gonrt V, Court ft Harris 

Brady v. Brady ft Johnston 

Phillips r. Phillips 

Si. Buih V. St. Bnth . 



Garter v. Garter . 

Willioombe v. Willioombe ft 

Dean «. Dean ft Porcher 

Eamshaw v. Eamshaw ft Martindale (stand till apphil) 

Blown r. Brown . 

Mackay r. Mackay 

Walker v. Walker. 

8oorza v. Scorza 

Knowlee v. Knowles 

Bonus orse. Taylor v. Bonus orso. Taylor (seoy.defd.) 

Lewis V, Lewis ft Taylor 

Tuck V. Tuck ft Eyres 

Atherton v. Atherion 

Mnller v. Muller . 

Nioolson V, Nicolson 

GowaDS V, Gowans 

Lewis 9. Lewis . 

Stokes V. Stokes ft Glaybrook 



(order undefd.) 
(costs defd.) 
(costs defd.) 
(order defd.) 
(order defd.) 

! (costs G. J.) 
. (costs G.J.) 
.(order G.J.) 
(order defd.) 
(order undf d.) 



(secy, defd.) 
Twyman (seov. defd.) 
(stand till appln.) 



(stand tUl appln.) 
• (stayed) 



(secy, defd.) 
(oosts defd.) 



Vinoent v. Vincent 



(consent G.J.) 
(costs defd.) 
. .(GJ.) 

(seoy. defd.) 



PetitloDer'8. 



L. Kirkman. 
BeU ft CJo. . 
y. Thomasset 
W. T. Harvey 

E. Clarke . . 
8. P. Nash . 
Smith ft Co. . 

Smiles ft Go. . 
T. Beard ft Sons 

French ft Lewis 

Hood Barrs ft Co. 
Oolyer ft Colyer 
Wilkinson ft Son 

F. A. Budall, 
Dix ft Warlow 
Stoneham ft Son 
Tompleton ft Co. 
Ward. Perks 

McKay. 
In Person . 
Bolton ft Co. 
A. G. Ellis 
Church ft Ck>. 

A.W.Mms 



Bobert Jenkins 
Prior, C^hurch ft 

Adams. 
J. B. Ockleshaw- 

Juhnson. 
J. Hands .... 
J. Greenfield . . . 



Bell, Brodrick ft Gray 

Forth ft Co. . . . 

C. Bobinson ft Co. . 

Meredith ft Go. . . 

J. T. Bossiter . . 
Witham,BoskellftGo. 

Asprey ft Harris . . 

J. A. Parkes . • . 

E. Clark. 
H. Happold. 

A. A. Cubison . . 
Norris, Aliens ft 

Chapman. 
T. D. Dutton . . . 

F. F. Palmer . . 
T. A. Dennison ft Go. 
Hare ft 0>. 
A. G. Derliam . . 
Hulberts ft Go. 
Lumley ft Lumley . 
P. Braby .... 
Fraser ft Christian . 
Firth ft Co. . . . 
SchulzftSon. . . 
Oswald, Hanson ft Co. 
Smith, Fawdon ft Low. 

G. G. Algar . . . 
Preston, Stow ft Go. 
Tyrell, Lewis ft (yo. . 
Osbom ft Osbom 
Nioholscn, Graham ft 

Go. 
J. T. Bossiter 



soLicirojis. 



BflspoDdeiit's. 



ArkcoU ft Ck). 
Fielder ft Co. 
W. Smee. 
£. Shalless. 
Hughes ft Go. 
Brownlow ft Howe . 

Biddell,YaiseyftGo. 
L. Bawlins. 

Growders ft Vizard. 



G. H. Steinburg. 
C. W. V. Stewart 
Grcenop ft Sons • . 
Wontner ft Sons. 
Saxelby ft Faulkner. 
Preston ft Go. 
P. J. Butland « • 



Oo-ReqmidMifB. 



Law ft Worssam. 
Marriott ft Co. 
Talbot ft Quayle. 

Chamberlayne ft 
Short 

L. W. Byrne. 
Speechly, Mnmford 

ft Co. 
Neve ft Beck. 

M. Nordon. 
Osbom ft Osbom. 



Downing, Holman ft 

Go. 
T. Bonham. 
Lewis & Lewis . . 
Hamlin, Grammer ft Co. 
Prince ft Plumridge. 
Few ft Co. 
Smiles ft Co. 
W. H. Armstrong. 
G. S. Stewart . . . 

Garr ft Martin. 
Bobbins, Billing ft 

Co. 
E. T.lBioketts. 
H.Pier8on. 



G. B. Wheeler. 

Boweliifes ft Co. 
Bolton ft Go. 
B. T. Storr. 
Smith ft Gof ton. 
Bower ft Cotton. 
S. A. Walker. 
Grossman ft Prichard. 
Platerson ft Sons. 
BealeftCo. 
Pennington ft Son. 
Lewis ft Son. 
A. D. Smith ft El- 
dridgo 
■Kennedy, Hughes ft Co.i 
ized by 



Hughes ft Go. 
Biownlow ft Howe fof 

Potter. 
Blddell,yaiseyft(>>. 



C. J. BrocUesby. 



Yandam ft Teny. 
Maynard ft Bon* . 



Speeohly, 
ft Go. 



Munfofd 



Lewis ft Lewis. 



LawftCa 



A. D. Smith 
dridge. 

Google 



Bl. 
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No. 


NAME OF CAUSK. 


SOLiaTOBS. 


FeUUoner's. 


RMpoDdenft. 


Oo-BopoDdait's. 


70 D. 

71 D. 

72 N. 

73 D. 


Turnpenny v. Turnpenny . . (consent defd.) 
Williams v. Williams ft Pocock . .(secy, defd.) 

Plowden v. Plowden orae. Eokersley 

Johnson V. Johnson . . .(till HUary, 1897) 


WUlisShaw . . . 
Bolton ft 0>. . . . 

Holdsworth ft Payne. 
Kingsfordy Dorman ft 


W. J. Collins. 
Greenwood ft Green- 
wood. 





CIRCUIT S OF THE JUDGES. 

The following Judges will rermin in Town ;— Eawkins J., Oats J., W1IA8 J., Lawrancr J., Wjuoht J., Gollihs J., during 
the whole of the Circuits ; the other Judges till th^ir respective Commission Days, . 



AUTUMN A8RTZE3, 
1896. 


OxroBD. 


Midland. 


S. Eartbrn. 


N. fta 

Wales and 
Chester. 


N. Eactern. 




Northern. 


AUTUMN ASSIZES, 
1896. 


Commission 
Days. 


L, V. J, of 
. En^nd. 


Day J, 


PoOoekB, 


Matkew J. 


OrafUhamJ, 

Vaughan 
WiUlQims /. 


Charles J. 


BtmmJ. 
KennedfJ. 


Commission 
Days. 


Monday . Get 26 






Oambridge 




Salisbuiy 


Carlisle 


Monday . Oci 26 
Tuesday. . ^ 27 
Thursday • „ 29 
Friday . • ^ 30 


Tuesday • ... 27 






Camaryon 
Buthin 




Thursday 


n 29 
„ 80 
Not. 2 






Ipswich 


• • • • 


Dorohester 




Friday . . 
Monday . 














Taunton 


Manehester2 
(Ciyil and 
Criminal) 


M<»day . Noy. 2 


Tuesday . • 
Wednesday . 


n 3 

« 4 

'» 6 

» 7 

„ 9 

,,10 

»I2 

,.18 

»H 

,.16 

„17 

„19 

. ,20 

»21 

. «23 

„24 

,25 

„'26 

»27 

»28 

. „80 

Deo.1 

. » 2 

. „ 7 
. .. 12 








Chester 


•• . • 


Tuesday . « 3 


Beading 


.. 


Norwich 


Wednesday. ,» 4 
Friday . . „ 6 


Friday . , 
Saturday. . 
Monday . . 
Tuesday . • 
Thursday 
Friday . . 
Saturday. . 
Monday . . 
Tuesday . . 
Thursday. . 
Friday . < 
Saturday . . 
Monday . 
Tuesday . , 
Wednesday . 
Thursday. . 
Friday . 
Saturday. . 
Monday . 
Tuesday . 
Wsdnesday 
Monday . 
Saturday . 


















Bodmin 


.. 


Saturday • « 7 


Oxford 
Worcester 


Aylesbury 
• • • • 
Bedford 








Monday. . „ 9 
Tuesday . „ 10 
Thursday . „ 12 


Ohelmsford 


Carmarthen 


• . § • 


Exeter 


.. 




Brecon 
Swansea 








Friday . . ^ 13 






• 






Liyorpool 2 
(Ciyifand 
Chriminal) 


Saturday . „ H 


. . . • 
Gloucester 


Northampton 


Hertford 

• 


NewoasQe 


Winchester 


Monday. . „ 16 
Tuesday . „ 17 


Leicester 


Maidstone 










Thursday • „ 19 




Durham 


• • . • 


• a • • 


Friday . . ^ 20 


Monmouth 








Saturday . » 21 






(Ciyil Busi- 
ness) 








Monday . „ 23 


Hereford 
. • • • 
Shrewsbury 


Linooln 


• • . • 








Tuesday . ^ 2i 




Bristol 


• • • • 


Wednesday. „ 25 


• a • . 


Lewes 






Thursday „ ^ 




York 


• • • • 


• • • • 


Friday . . , 27 


Derby 






Saturday . „ 28 








(End) 

• • • • 


Manchester 
(Ciyil, to con- 
tinue until 
finished) 

. . . • 


Moo&y . „ 30 


Stailbrd 
. • • • 


Nottingham 

Wftrvinlr 


(End) 


(End) 
• • • • 


Leeds. 2 
(CiyUand 
Criminal) 


Tuesday • Des. 1 
Wednesday . „ 2 
Monday • ^ 7 


Birmingham 2 
(ava and Criminal) 






Saturday . ,. 12 


BaUaiay - IB 






. 






Monday . „ 14 






(End) 


• . ... 


bvGo 


Saturday . ,. 19 




- FI — 


V"" 
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PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIP DISSOLVED. 



Jooathan Nowell Withen and John HargreayeB (Withers ft Har- 
greaTes), SoUoitorSi Blackhorn and Accrington, hy mutual consent 
bom 80th Hay. 



APPOINTMENT. 



Ootoher 12. The Queen was this day pleased to confer the honour of 
Knighthood on Francis William Maclean, Esq., Q.O., recently 
appointed Chief Justice of Bengal 



Tourth Bdition, with Portr»it. Grown 8va, oloth. 7s. 6d. * 

THE HISTORT OF THE ENGLISH PARLIAMENT: 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years {800-1889}, 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Anthorc^ '•TheHistoiyortlidEiigliAOc^ 

Trandaied 6y PkofeoBor A. H. KEANE, B.A., F JLG.& 
«Si^^idi nadenirin oertidnly webome » history of the EnglUh FMurliament hy the gxeatart Ufing MiOiorityoii the OntiiMni''— 
the TMl mutej of oar^BngUah iutitiitioiif ... to whioh n great a portion of Dr. Gnelitfi lahoffom life has heen 



^Toted.' 



ItooDipIeioi 
id."— l>ci% Nm 



Lohdoh: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limitxd, Law Pubushibs, 27, Flkkt Stbxit, KO. 
OHBAF HDinOir. Demy Svo, eloilu lOv. 

THE HISTOBT OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, PzofeasorofLaw intbdUniTenityofBerliiL 

TVoMlaM 5y PHILIP A A8HW0BTH, of ike hutmr Timpls, A}., BwtfidtfMOrJjom. 

"No foreigner has done more than Professor Gneist to examine and make dear the history and nature of the English OonstltatioiL . . . 
He disoossee such vital questions as. Whither aro we chifting? How far do recent changes in tiie franchise accord with the whole q>izit of 
the constitation ? What is in store for us with democracy supreme? On such questions as these the opinion of a foreigner who is a scholar, 
boft BO bookworm, and who has sedulously studied our institutions, is certainly much more weighty than that of most Englishmen. ... At 
tfus tune these rdnmes are especially instructiTe. They cast light on ahnost all the great questions of current politiGB.'*-'2Vm«t. 

%* lAbrary BdiUan, 2 vtds^, 8vo., 828. 
Lovdok: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limitsd, Law Publishsbs, 27, Fleit Stbxit, E.O. ^ 



Now ready. Third EdUUm, revieed to daie. Demy 9vo., doA, priee 16$. 

LEADING CASES IN MODERN EQUITY. 

By THOMAS BRETT, 

Of ike MUaU Temde, Barrieier-al'LtM, LL.B,; Lond4m UnivertUy, BJL; UOe Behtdar omd »wdmd of THnHy OoOem, IhdUm; EOUhU 
Homer <m Betd Properly and BquUy; Holder o/ Ms Firei OerUfioate of Honowr, Miokadmae, 18iS9; AMor of Brdee Ommmdariee 
on the PreeeiU Lowe of England; Joini Auihor of Oorke and Brdfe Ckmeeyaneing Aate; AiUkor qf Brdfe BaaJsrwptoy AdL^ 1883; 
amd LedUerer in Eq^Uy to the Ineorporated Law BooUty. 

tniD IDmOV, fhonmgUy rsTised. By J. D. B0OEB8, B.aL., of the Inner Iteple, and J. M. SIXOV, of the Inner Temple, BarristerMt-Uw. 



OFINION8 OF THE PBBSa 



"^wldly wwwmiiiwi i tel m • twct-book fa "n>i> Final.' "—adisiimr Jimrnfll. 
^" ft tii i i high pniM fbr the can And judgment •vlnoed In Ito azeoattoa. Ifr. 
■«lf ■ ladas appeKn to be ooplom and oomptoto^'—Law Timu, 

"Wa ha^ laid Mr. Brett^ book down witb aoM bat fkyoonble and plaauabla 
MfeBartOiaaxoellflBl manner In which he has aooomplished his task. It Isof the 
^jn Int l a y w rtaa oe both to the atodent and the ptaotitknier to hare the priiMlplee 
* M^ tOiB&nd In a handj fonn, and this want Mr. Brett has aopplied. TlM 
Mm to the oaaea are admlsable in manner and Indd in langoage ; and no Uttla 
gM nen to bare bem beefeowed in the arrangement of the oaaea tbematfTM."— 



••MMtpTOTeofl] 



iTahMtothe 



Mr.Brelthai<! 



to help etodentoand pnctitioiMcsbyas&f as poeeible grouping together the oaaea dealing 
"* the aame daneee of eotjecta. Amoog the mora Important 



all In Ua power 
he oaaee dealing 
deoldedwUlbe 



fimnd oaaee relating to traeteand trBateei,mortgegea» paxtnenhlpe,iha r ela tl oaa be t wee n 
*ejmerty, and the reUgjmjKt^^ 



eolidton and clteotop married i 

▲ good index adda oonelderably to the nMAhMSB of the 1 

•* The manner in which moat of the oaaee are Btatod 1 
and well expr eeeed. Aa It le* we haTe no healtatlon in aajrlng i 
book* or one eo good, ftcm which the atodent can learn the moet important dedakoa of 
oourto of eqnl^ during recent yeark"— fke JUritt, 



be work."— Aotfy Clhfpiiiola. 
1 to admlnUeb being elaff, a 
B in eajring that then la no 



Lohdqv : WILLDlH OLOWBS ft SONS, Limitid, Law PuBUSBni^ 27, FLEET 6TBEBT, B.a 



Digitized by 



Google 



290 THE WEEELF NOTES. [Oor. 24, 1896. 

ItoyeU 8vo.f ^oth, Ss. 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

GiTing a Genenl Summary of the Act and a oopioDB and lOefal Index, both to fhe Beotioni of the Act and the diibnnt lMM>i| f«gT 
of the symyprify irith the Foims nsed and instractioni as to the Daty. To which ia alio added the Finance Act, 1894, and a L'rt of the 
FoimB awd in the payment of the Death Dvtiei. 

By E. HARRIS 

{Of ihe Legacy Duty Office, Somenei Houee), 

AXITBOB OF Sn ^'TABUI OV TEB XVOUBH JMATB DUTOHi'' ''A nO«9F TKDMZj* KEO., Bid. 

•«WmiwiNndiiB«ftaiavw(erl]igt]MintiicMlMof th6n«Moi«.*~lV^ I ''ATtfyicrrteeiMecompMdontotbiwwfaogedirtytttitoMiitef >ai^^ 

" PTCMoti .... qpedal InrtractioiM m to tlie mm daly."— DttOy Tdegnjpli. \ PaitUmiot.*— Iaw /onriMl. 



LoMDOv: WILLIAM OLOWBS A SONS, Lznims Law Pubushsbs, 27, Flobt Sibbr. E.0. 
J1T8V FUBUaUJBJLI. Demy 9wo^ QLotb, lOn. 6d. 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 

(THE LAW RELATING TO). 



THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACTS. 1875 TO 1898, AS AMENDED BY THE. FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT. 1895. 

Togi&«r Kwtft on Apptndix, eontammg MoM BuUt, and the Fomu app&nded to th$ Trtasury B igulationtf 189C. 

By F. BADEN FULLEB, BJL (Oxon.), 

Of the Inner Teinple» BanisteMkt-Law. 
Lqhdoh : WILLIAM OLOWES A SONS, Ldhtid^ Law Tuvusbbsb, 27, Flkr Sntinr, Ha 

BqfaI ISmOi* dlotli* 18e« 6iL 

THE LONDON BUILDING ACT, 1894. 

With Koiei and Orow Befeiencei and an Appendix ooniBining radh exifAing Btatntei Qnehidinff the Pnblio Health (London) Act, 1891) as 

•till aiEaot bnilding opentions within the AdministratiTo OcnmtT of London ; also the Bye-Laws, Begnlations and Ofden of tiie 

London Ooonty Ooonoa and of the OommHsioners of Sewen of the City of London. 

By W. BTJSSELL GBIFFITHS, LIi.B., 

Cf ike Itmer Tm^ MdUot cf'^The SUtMee Stguiaik^ Lomdm Brntrng," 



FBANOIS W. PBMBBB, ILA., 

Of Lineoln*8 /mi, Draftmnm of the BiS m ongmaUy udnnhued itUo the Heme ef Omiihom. 



••A ^eon^tottd hmM ktfidboak Id tht wJHacKf bnlMtnglnnjfciMWtD 

nolM •!• flood, tod tht wlMto work wUl be «r craat om to lAivToa whon 
okUstaem toimdaatsod th« boDdlng Uw te l4»^ 



«*Tte tditan hftre poifDnHd HMr turtt In aa admlnbto 



wtaaA wUl pntebU be ths itandaid iroriE tar Mm JMS 



I way, and kave pndoeed 
oathe Lntaa MldtBg 



LoHBOv: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, Lncim), Law Fabluhen, 27, Fleet Street, KO. 

MAY'S PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE. 

Tenik EdiiiUm. Boyal 8eo., eloA, 46f . Half-edlf, 50f . 

A TREATISE ON THE UW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARLIAMENT. 

BT SIB THOMAS EBSKINB MAT, KO.B., D.O.K, 

Clerk ef the Hemee of Oommom^ amd Bemeher ef ike UiiOle Temple. 
TENTH EDITION. 
BOOKS L and 11. Edited by Sir BBonrAU) F. D. Palqrayb, K.O.B., Olerk of the Hooee of Oommona. 
BOOK III. Edited by Alfbxd Bohhak-Cabter, Esq., of the Inner Temple^ Barriater-at-Law, a Member of the Gonrt 
of Beferees of Private Bills (House of Onmnona). 



«<ThA HiMont fbna of the traettn la Sir Bcglnald PUcrmy^'a own( It la e mnnmnwit of bla labour end of bia akin, end wIU be aa naaAU to atodaito la tlM StlAih 
AMOrieaa, and Ooknfal Uni^enltiea §m to BMnbeia of aU Fi^UmeatB In the Brltiab EaB|>ti«."^nb0 AOeMneR. 

LoBiKw: WILLIAM GLOWES A SONS, Limitbd, Law Tvwjsbmbb, 37, Flut Stbot, E.a 
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COUET OF APPEAL AN D HIGH OOUBT OF JUSTICE— CHANCEBY DIVISION, 

MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1896- 
BOTA OF BEGISTBABS IN ATIENDANOB IN THE ENSUING WEEK. 




KOT. 



AlTEAL 

oouxT n. 



Bill 
Bill 



Mb. Jubict 
Ohzxtt* 



Mb. JroiiGB 




Mb. Jurku 



Mr.Wttd 

M Wild 



1 



M Wild 
- „ Pemberton 



Mankj, Nor. a 

THidiJ 8 

WidBiidij 4 

Thimdij „ 6 

FridiJ » • 

Satoidiy „ 1 



%• tkt Ckriitmat YacnOkm wOK t 



. tW 2iA (bqr tfDtemhtr, 18M, and famiMilt on YTcdneKiay. tiU 6^ 4ai$ ^ Jamvarjf^ IMT, tett dayt ineiiMifi. 



EULES OF THE SUPEEME COUET. 



OEDBB LIVo. 

Life Auwrance Companies {Payment into Court) Act, 1896. 

1. An aflsnranco company deBiring to make a payment into Court 
nnder the Act shall catue an affidavit, by its secretary, or other 
anthorifled officer, to be filed, intituled '* In the matter of the Policy 

No. ♦ eflfected with [here give the name of the aompany^ and in 

the matter of the Act," and setting forth :— 
(a.) A short description of the policy and a statement of the persons 
entitled theretiDder, according to the terms of the policy, with 
the names and addresses of such persons, so far as the same Q^er LIYc 
are known to the company. 
(&.) A short statement of the notices received by the company 
claiming an interest in or title to the money assured, the oates 
when such notices were received, the dates of withdrawal of 
such notices, if any, as have been withdrawn, and the names, 
and, except as to notices withdrawn, the addresses, so far as the 
same are known to the company, of the persons by whom such 
notices have been given. 
(«.) A statement that, in the opioion of the board of directors of the 
company, no sufficient discharge can be obtained otherwise 
than by payment into Court under the Act 
(d.) The submission by the company to pay into Court such further 
sum, if any, whether for interest or otherwise, as the Court or 
a Judge may direct, and to pay any costs which the Court or a 
Judge may consider under the circumstances of the case ought 
to be paid by the company, 
(e.) An undertaking by the company forthwith to transmit to the 
paymaster any notice of claim received by the company after 
the making of the affidavit, with a letter referring to the title 
of the affidavit. 
(/.) The place where the company may be served with any petition, 
summons, order, or notice of any proceeding relating to the 
money. 

2. The company shall not deduct any costs or expenses of or 
incidental to the payment into Court. 

8. No payment shall be made into Court under the Act where any 
action to which the company is a party is pending in relation to the 
policy or the moneys thereby assured except by leave of the Judge to 
be obtained by summons in the action. 

4. Tiie company shall forthwith give notice of such payment by 
prepaid letter through the post, to the several persons appearing by 
the affidavit to be entitled to or interested in the money assured and 
paid into Court, or to have given notice of claim to the company, 
except where the notice has hSen withdrawn, and except so far as the 
name or address of any such person is unknown to the company. 

5. Any person claiming to be entitled to or interested in the money 
paid into Court may apply in the Chancery Division, by petition or, 
where the amount does not exceed 10001., by summons in respect 
thereof. 

6. No petition or summons relating to the money shall be answered 
o r iflinea unlets the applicant has named therein a place where be 



may be served with any petition or summons, or notice of any pro- 
ceeding or order relating to the money. 

7. Unless the Court or a Judge shall otherwise diroct, the applicant 
shall not, except when he asks for payment of a further sum of costs 
by the company, servo such petition or summons on the company, but 
shall serve the same on or give notice thereof to every person appear- 
ing by the affidavit on which payment into Court was made to be 
entitled to, or interested in, or to have a claim upon the money, or 
who has given any further notice which has been transmitted to the 
pajrmaster as aforesaid. 

8. These Rules (which sliall come into operation forthwith) may be 
I cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court (Life Assurance Companies), 

1896, and ¥rith reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, as 



ORDER XVI., Rule 1. 
Substitute the following for the first sentence of the existing Rule 
ending with the word ** alternative " : — 

All persons may be joined in one action as plaintiffs, in whom any 
right to relief in respect of or arising out of the same transaction or 
series of transactions is alleged to exist, whether jointly, severally, or 
in the alternative, where if such persons brought separate actions any 
common question of law or fact would arise ; provided that, if upon 
the application of any defendant it shall appear that such joinder may 
embarrass or delay the trial of tlie action, the Court or a Judge may 
order separate trials, or make such other order as may be expedient, 
and iudgiment may be given for such one, &c. 

This Rule shall come into operation forthwith and may be cited as 
Order XYI., Rule 1a., with reference to the Rules of tiie Supreme 
Court, 1888. 

The 26th of October, 1896. 

(Signed) Ualsbubt, C. 

RUSSKLL OF KiLLOWEN, L.CJ, 
ESHER, M.R, 

F. H. Jbunb, p. 
A. L. Smith, L.J. 
Joseph W. Chitty, /. 
A. Chaeles, J, 

HeBBEBT H. Ck>ZEMS-UABDT. 

Joseph Addisox. 

[Note. — The first part of the above (Order LIYo) is in substitution 
of that printed on August 1, ante, p. 229. The second part (Order 
XYI. r. 1) is in substitution of the draft Rule printed on August 8, 
ante, p. 238.] 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 

Douglas Garth and William Silverwood Cope (Pemberton, Garth & 
Ck)pe), Solicitors, 5, New Court, Lincoln*B Inn, by mutual consent, 
Sept. 1. 

John Mason Williams and Frederic Northcote Chappie (Clements, 
W^illiams A Chappie), Solicitors, 17, Gresham House, Old Bxoad 
Street, by mutual c^msent as fxom Oct. 10^^ 
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INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 



LEGAL EDUCATION. 



TiiK Council Invite altention to the following icheme of fducation which has been in 
operation elnce 1892, and was adopted with the otject of alTordlng assiatancft to Articled . 
Clerka in the proaecation of their atodiet before and alter the Intermediate Examl- > 
nation. i 

Under this SGh(m3 Tutors were appointed to carry out the qr.>tem of education which 
has since been prosecuted with considerable success. 

The tuition is Intended as well for the benedt of those students who desire instruc- I 
tlon and assistance during a lengthened period as fbr those who have shorter time at [ 



For the benefit of Clerks resident in Ijondon or who are able to attend, these cUisses 
are held and Tntors give advice and assistance at the Hall of the Law Sodetj. 

To those clerks who are articled at a dlAanoe fi-om large towns systematic instrac- 
tlon has alwars presented difficulties. Extensive law libraries may not be available, i 
and such text-books as are at band may be out of date, and the want of assistance In 
the selection and studying of authorities may be sevt'rely felt. Advice and help must 
also be of valne to those Btudent-s who, with good libraries at band, are in douot as to 
the books to peruse and the points to be noted, and to meet these difficulties a course of ' 
preparaiion through tlie post wa^ formulated. 

The tutors desire to draw attention to the followlBg points :~ 



The Classes lor Intermediate Students are held In the Uall of the Society un three 
afternoons in each week during the following periods : 



August to November. 
October to January. 



Janoary to AprtL 
Mardito June. 



Students nuiy subscribe for successive classes. 

Classes for final students are held at the Hall of the Sodetj on fmr aflemoons each 
week daring the following periods : 



August to January. 



January to Jon^. 



These periods aflford five months' class preparation, and ftndents are advised to sab- 
scribe tar a ftill course, and cerUlnly for not less than three months, otberwiac ibe 
work most neceessrily be hurried. 

Students may Join the classes either befwc or after the Intermediate EauamiiiaUun 
without subscribing to the coarse of PoaUl InstruofClon, but it is reoommeoded that 
they should avail themselves of both modes of instruction. 

Snbscribsrs to either Postal or Class Instruction have the opportanity of cooaaltiiqe 
the Tntors upon the work of the course in personal interview or by letter at any Um*^ 



POSTAIi rHTSTBUCTION. 



In order to give students the advantige of assistance throughout the greater part of 
their Articles, the Tutors invite students to subscribe tor courses of Postal Instruction 
extending over periods of one or two years. 

In the case of students who have not passed the Intermediate Examination the In- 
struction is by means of monthly papers, and deals with the selected portions of 
Stephen's Commentaries. 

For those who have passed the Intermediate Ksamination Insimction la affordeil by 
fortnightly papers, and embraces the following subjects :— 

The Principles and Practice of Rqulty. 

,. „ Conveyancing. 

M „ Common Law. 

„ Bankruptcy. 

Criminal and Msgisterlal Ij&w. 
Probate, X^ttvoro*, Admiralty, and Ecdeslaaticil Law. 

The papers in each course contain general advice as to reading, and specific direc- 
tions as to the work of the month or fortnight, draw atteition to matters of ppeclal im- 
portance, recent statutes, cases, and rules, and explain difficulties, he The Tntors also 
set a number of queetlooB to be answered fnm memory, and the answers sent to the 
Tutor for OOTrection and comment. 

These papers, both before and alter the Intermediate Examinations, are varied each 
year, so that stndeuts who may subscribe for more than one year's tuition receive 
additional assistance. 

These coutms may be commenced at any time, but the Tutors recommend that the 
Intermediate course should be commenced at an early stage of the Articles, and the 
Final course soon after the Intermediate Examination lias been passed. 

Students who do not with to provide their own books can obtain them fh>m Messrs. 
Stevens and Sona, or other Law Lending Library, for a snbscrlption of a guinea and a 
half to cover the course of work for the Final Examination, and arrangement! have 
been made for supply of Stephen's Oommentarles to either Clasi or Postal Subscribers, 
at a labacrlption of one guinea, on application to the Tutor, Dr. West. 



I 



CIiASS INSTBUGTION. 

Class instrudlon is also provided on the selected portions of Stephen's Commentaries 
and the sutifeH^ above named, and it is recommended that the classes should be Joined 
after the expiration of a course of Postal Instruction. 

The Class tnttkm course covers all necessary works. Recent statutes, cases, and 
important points generally are carefully gone over. 

The work Is so arrangol that students can Join the classes at any time, the fees being 
proportionate to the length of attendance. 

Booms are provided where subscribers may study, and books are supplied without 
extra charge. 

Each subsoriber is provided with a time-table showing the dates when the classes 
meet, and the work to be undertaken each day. 

Periodical test examinations are held by the Tutors. 



BESULTB AND HONOUBS. 

The resu'td attained by this system of edocatkm have been satisfactory. At cick 
of the last twelve examinations pupils have obtained honours, including Special and 
Law Society prizes. 

The percentage of pasaes is also a high one, exceeding eighty-five per cent, of betm een 
two and three hundred pupils who bust presented themselves for ezamlnatloa. It fawi 
happened on several occasions that all Class pupils have been suooessfnl, and the mbm 
has occurred In the case of subscribers to the Correspondence courses. 



TUTOBa 

The IMudples and Practice of Equity l 

The Principles and Practice of Conveyancing .... f J. Cxktu lUuieoy, 

The Principles and Practice of Common Law. . . . f SO, Bedford Row. W.C. 

The Principles and Practioe of Bankruptcy > 

Criminal and Magisterial Law, Probate, Divoroe,! Lbosabu H. Wkst. LLi.1>., 

Admiralty and Ecclesiastical Law, Stephen's V 19, Southampton BaiUiogn. 

Commentaries I Chancery Law, W.i;. 



1 



FEES. 

Before Intermediate Examination. 

For twelve months' subscription to Postal Instruction 

For two years' sub«cription to Postal Instruction 

For three months' Class Instruction 

For those who have previously subscribed for Postal Instruction 

For six months' Class Instruction 

For those who liave previously stibecribed for PoeUl Instruction .. 

After Intermediate Examination. 

For twelve months' aubecrlptlon to Postal Instruction 

For two years' subsoription to Postal Instruction 

For five months' Clsss Instruction ... 

Fur those who have previously subscribed for Postal Instruction .. 

For four months' Class Instruction .' 

For those who have previously subscribed for Postal Instruction .. 

Fur three months' Claas Instruction 

For those who have previously subscribed for Postal Instruotion .. 

Chequet and Poti office Ordart thould be madepaycMe to ilie Sbcrbt a ar.'and crft^ 
•* Messrs. OoeLtiros k Shabpr." 

Law SoctBTT'8 Hall, Chancbrt Lawk, J 
ffeptfuUier, 1896. 



... £4 






... 6 






... 4 






... 3 






... 7 






^ ft 






... £6 






... 8 






... 






... 7 






... H 






... 6 






... 7 






... 6 
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COUET OF APPEAL AND HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE-CHANOEET DIVISION. 



MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1896. 



BOTA OF BEGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUING WEEK. 



Dazi. 



AlTXAL 

oouBx n. 



Itanbj . 



Not. 9 
M 10 
11 
13 
13 



Mr. Ctottragr 



tf Okcdzmj 



Chirt. 



Mb. Jobtigi 

NOKXH. 



Ifr. 



Bolt 



Ifr. LftTli 
„ CanlngioB 



Ms. Jumoi 
BruLoro. 



Bolt 



BoU 



LftTto 
OuTiaglaii 



Mr. Poi^ M 
M Btil 
„ Pngh 
„ Beid 
„ Pagh 



Mx> JOHTIGB 

Kkxxwioh. 



Mr. Pcmbertan 
*> Wild 



Wud 

Panbertoa 

Wild 



Ms. JUSTIOB 
BOMXB. 



Mr. dowM 
M Jftokaon 

M dOWM 

„ JadDwa 
,, ClOWM 

„ JackBon 



Mcnday, 
ToeMitaj 
Wednaadaj 

Thvndtj 

Friday 

Saturday 



Nor. 



9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 



V A« Ckristnuu Vaoation wm e 



I ow Anndoy, M« mh day o/ i^«:«m]>er, 1896, and terminate on Wieuln««day. tito 6/A day qT January, 1897, boiA day* indiuiM. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



MICHAELMAS PASS EXAMINATION, 1896. 



GENERAL EXAMINATION OP STUDENTS OP THE INNS 
OP OOUBT, 

Hdd at Gray's Inn, 13^A, Uth, and lUh Octoher, 1896. 



The Council of Legal EprcATioN have awarded to the following 
BiodentB CertificateB that they haye satisfactorily passed a Public 
Sxamination : — 

Abel, William Jenkinson, Middle Temple, 

Blair, George Alexander, Middle Temple, 

Garte, Lncas D'Oyly, Inner Temple, 

Oaye, Edward Watkins, Inner Temple, 

Gbampernowne, Arthnr Melville, Lincoln's Inn, 

Cheeke, George Alfred Mosley, Inner Temple, 

Gcrnewall, William Francis, Inner Temple, 

De Waal, Jan Hendrick Hofmeyr, Inner Temple, 

Poye, Baghoba Mahadewa, Lincoln's Inn, 

Emanuel, Montagne Bossean, Inner Temple, 

FanUmer, Stafford Bett, Inner Temple, 

Gaikwad, Sampatrao Kashirao, Lincoln's Inn, 

Galer, Allan Mazcey, Inner Temple, 

Ganz, Albert William Carl Emil, Middle Temple, 

Gibscm, John William Penncfather, Lincoln's Inn, 

Gillies, Harry Thomas, Middle Temple, 

Goetz, Charles Edward, Inner Temple, 

Goodman, Beginald Hngh, Middle Temple, 

Hall, John Richard Clark, Gray's Inn, 

Haridaa, Hardeoram Kanabhai, Lincoln's Inn, 

Harrison, Harold English, Inner Temple, 

Hayward, Charles Williams, Gray's Inn, 

Hinde, Frederick, Gray's Inn, 

Hughes, James Percival, Middle Temple, 

Jain Champat Rai, Lincoln's Inn, 

Jones, John William, Gray's Inn, 

Shan, Azeeznr Rahman, Middle Temple, 

Langford, George Frederick, Middle Temple, 

Lee, Robert Warden, Gray's Inn, 

Leslie, James Graham, Gray's Inn, 

Millar, James Duncan, Middle Temple, 

O'Brien, Robert Stephen Vere, Inner Temple, 

Odgers, Charles Edwin, Middle Temple, 

Otto, John Ellison, Inner Temple, 

Peel, The Hon. Sidney Cornwallis, Lincoln's Inn, 

Pitman, Charles Murray, Inner Temple, - 



Raby, Percy, Middle Temple, 

Radcliffe, John Percy, Inner Temple, 

Ram, Gobind, Lincoln's Inn, 

Reed, Haythome, Inner Temple, 

Roche, Alexander Adair, Inner Temple, 

Rogers, Walter, Inner Temple, 

ydigman, Walter Le(pold, Inner Temple, 

Shroff, Dhirojlal Panachand, Middle Temple, 

Simpson, Edgar Hope, Lincoln's Inn, 

Sims, Arthur, Middle Temple, 

Stuart, George Henry, Lincoln's Inn, 

Swaby, Robert, Gray's Inn, 

Travis, William Owen, Inner Temple, 

GUld 

White, Montagu, Gray's Inn, 

Examined, 108. Passed, 50. 

Note. — Of the 58 Candidates who Failed, 10 were ordered not to be 
admitted for examination again until the Easter Examination, 18d7, 
and 2 until the Trinity Examination, 1897. 



The following Students passed a satisfactory Examination in 

Boman Law : — 

Arbuthnot, Gerald Archibald, Middle Temple, 

Athawes, Edward John Spofforth, Gray's Inn, 

Barron, John Hall, Inner Temple, 

Beg, Mirza Mohammed Zoolcadur, Middle Temple, 

Bhanuwongse, Nai Theb, Middle Temple, 

Braybrooke, Arthur Philip, Lincoln's Inn, 

Bryce, John Richmond, Inner Temple, 

Burdett, Halford Gay, Inner Temple, 

Bum, Campbell, Middle Temple, 

Cairns, Alexander, Middle Temple, 

Chia, Tat Toe, Lincoln's Inn, 

Cowan, Alexander Maoneil, Gray's Inn, 

Coward, Edward Maurice, Middle Temple, 

Curran, Thomas Bartholomew, Middle Temple, 

Decugis, Henri Omer, Middle Temple, 

Hackney, Carlton, Middle Temple, 

Hannah, William George, Middle Temple, 

Hirst, William Edward, Inner Temple, 

Hud, Arthur Corbet, Iimer Temple, 

Irish, Harold John Henry, Inner Temple, 

Jacobs, Henry John, Inner Temple, 

Knowles, Vincent Devereux, Middle Temple, 

Layton, John Henry, Inner Temple, 

Lewis, William Thomas Granville, Lincoln's Inn, 

Martin, Charles Badham, Inner Temple, 

Merh, Behari Lai, Lincoln's Inn, 
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Methyen, Robert Paul Baylej, Inner Temple, 

Mochler-Ferryman, AngoBtas Ferrjman, Inner Temple, 

MosBop, Samnel Septimus, Middle Temple, 

Olivier, Ernest Frederick Edmund, Lincoln's Inn, 

Patel, Bhalabhai Bhaibabhai, Lincoln's Inn, 

Pate], Jeshingbhai Bhaibabhai, Lincoln's Inn, 

Pearman, Riobard Carrol, Lincoln's Inn, 

Philip, Gedl Robert, Middle Temple, 

Price, Wilfrid George Hilton, loner Temple, 

Richardson, Philip Norman, Middle Temple, 

Robertson, Alfred Julius, Gray's Inn, 

Scott, Baliol Edtrard, Middle Temple, 

Singh, Bachan, Gray's Inn, 

Singh, Deep Karayan, Middle Temple, 

Yaldl, Mohanlal Jivanlal, Lincoln's Lin, 

and 

Walsh, William Trevor Hayne, Inner Temple. 

Examined, 47. Passed, 42. 



The following Students passed a satisfactory Examination in 

\ Roman Lawjnind ConsUtutionaJ Law arid Legal HiHory:— 

Doehi, Tribhovandos Manekchand, Lincoln's Inn, 

Duncan, Horace Archie, Inner Temple, 

Frazer, Arthur Griffith, Inner Temple, 

Holland, Thomas, Middle Temple, 

Hopkinson, Bertram, Inner Temple, 

Houston, Arthur, Middle Temple, 

Khan, Abdul Karim, Lincoln's Inn, 

Lewis, Owen Rhydderch, Inner Temple, 

Mendelson, Wallingford, Inner Temple, 

Riley, Fred, Inner Temple, 

Seaman, Owen, Inner Temple, 

Seth, Prom Lai, Lincoln's Inn, 

Wame, Herbert Maxwell, Inner Temple, 

and 



Wee Theam Tew, Lincoln's Inn. 



Examined, 23. Passed, 14. 



The following Students passed a satisfactory Examination in 

QmHitutional Law and Legal History : — 

Amir, Syed Mohammad, Lincoln's Inn. 

Atkins, Adams Robert Wallace, Lincoln's Inn, 

Beck, Arthur Cecil Tyrrell, Lincoln's Inn, 

Bethell, Thomas Robert, Middle Temple, 

Black, John Stewart, Middl« Temple, 

Boger, Alnod John, Lincoln's Inn, 

Bradbury, James, Inner Temple, 

Brooks, Percy Barratt, Inner Temple, 

Burt, Walter John, Inner Temple, 

Gastellain, Charles Edward Alboric, Inner Temple, 

Charoon, Inner Temple, 

Das, Diwan Mathra, Lincoln's Inn, 

Dass, Narayan, Lincoln's Inn, 

Davis, Arthur James, Inner Temple, 

Dillon, €korge Francis Went«iorth Luke, Middle Temple, 

Dixon, William Caleb, Lincoln's Inn, 

Eocles, Francis Yvon, Middle Temple, 

Ellis, Robert, Inner Temple, 

French, Thomas Munro, Lincoln's Inn, 

Glen, Randolph Alexander, Middle Temple, 

Greenwood, Ernest, Lincoln's Inn, 

Hasan, Syed, Inner Temple, 

Hilditch, John Edgerley, Middle Temple, 

Ingpen, Arthur Lookyer, Middle Temple, 

Jnta, Karl Wilhelm Thaluian Biccord, Inner Temple, 

Kaul, Pandit Bishan Lai, Lincoln's ^n. 



Khosla, Beni Parshad, Lincoln's Inn, 

Lancaster, John Cecil, Inner Temple, 

Loosemore, Alfred, Lincoln's Inn, 

Lucas, Lascelles Atkinson, Inner Temple, 

Manson, Alexander, Lincoln's Inn, 

Maxwell, Thomas Doveton, Gray's Inn, 

Morley, George, Inner Temple, 

Nevill, Dudlev Frederic, Lincoln's Inn, 

Xewnes, Frank Hillyard, Inner Temple, 

Nightingale, Samuel Robert, Middle Temple, 

O'Neal, Thomas Woollcombe Barton, Inner Temple, 

Pike, William Bennett, Inner Temple. 

Pilcher, Herbert Incledon, Inner Temple, 

Shearman-Turner, Percy, Inner Temple, 

Shore, Syed Mohamed, Lincoln's Inn, 

Smith, Joseph Louis Shaw, Inner Temple, 

Southeard, William Rapsey, Lincoln's Inn, 

Stowe, Harold Steed, Midille Temple, 

Sutton, Edward William, Lincoln's Inn, 

Taffs, Alfred, Middle Temple, 

Thompson, William, Middle Temple, 

Toller, George Reginald, Inner Temple, 

Warner, Pelham Francis, Inner Temple, 

and 

Williams, Thomas, Lincoln's Inn. 

Examined, 69. Passed, 50. 

Note.— Of the 19 Candidates who Failed, 2 were ordered not to be 
admitted for examination again until the Easter Examination, 1887. 



By Order of the Council, 
(Signed) 



J. Nafikb HiGGurs, 

Yite-Chairman. 



Council Chamber, Linooln's Ink, 
2nd November, 1896. 



INCORPOEATED LAW SOCIETY. 



FRELIMINART EXAMINATION. 



THE FOLLOWING CANDIDATES (WHOSE NAMES ABB IK 
ALPHABETICAL ORDER) WERE SUCCESSFUL AT THB 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION HELD ON THE 14tb axd 
15Tn OCTOBER. 1896 :— 



Henry Francis Adkins 
Frederick William Bailey 
John Arthur Stephen Baily 
Robert HamUton Bartlett 
Mountjoy Beard 
Godfrey Leonard Beardeley 
Walter Smith Benlloy 
Henry Soden Bird 
John Walton Bishop 
William Herbert Bishop 
Charles Gordon Bois 
Frederick Morten Bund 
Robert Breach 
Hubert Laurence Burmester 
Cornelius Seton Cardew 
Stephen Aylwin Cave 
Charles Clarkson 
Edward James Coleman 
Douglas Argles CoUard 
William Mainwaring Coombs 
Herbert George Edward Ci^fter 



Henry Clayton Darlington 

Ori^en Danes 

Bertram Jerman Dawes 

Louis John Dewynter 

KenrioJc Alexander Dowbo 

Samuel Herbert Eastefbrook 

Frank Travers Edge 

Frederick Eustace 

Roger Evans 

Edward Lindesay Fisher 

Frank Holcmft Fisher 

Frank HiU Gaskell 

Alexander Fitzmanrioe Gfloluisl 

William Ingram Speanasn 
Gjemre 

John Theodore Qoddard 

Herbert Oady Goody 
I Harnr Scotohmer Gotalee 
* Charles Ewart Gravely 
I Henry Montague Gwyane GioTer 
! Frederick Hattcm 
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Christopher Henij Heddon 

Arthur Wenham Hibbit 
I Charles Hubert Hioks 

George Ernest Hinman 
I Dennis HoUingworth 
I Herbert Asbworth Hope 
I Lancelot Archer Jackson 
i Junes Bowhuid James 

George Jessop 

William Kay 

Robert Wood Kyle 

BobertLamb 
i Henry Bichmond Leigh 
i Sobert Lockey 
I Boderick MaoLeod 

William Granyille Maddison 

Ciharles Bennett MarshaU 

Patrick Horaoe George O'Flynn 

Wilkinson Parker 

Adam Partington 

William Taylor Pemberton 

William Alfred Pitt 

Handd Stanley Player 

Thomas Coetello Power 

George Matthias Preston 

Alfred Qeorgo Pnllen 



Arthur Quayle 

Ernest Arthur Kam 

Jamea Frederick Read 

Harry Symons Rendell 

Norman Cairns Robertson 

Frederick Saville Robinson 

Notmon Robinson 

Clcmeut Rogers 

Valentine Qabriel Rooney 

William Henry Sanders 

James Schofield 

Frank Scott 

Hugh Rutherford Clunny Biden 

Steele 
Thomas Walter Sturton 
Howard Taylor 
Sancroft Grimwood Taylor 
Edmund Cuthbert Thompson 
George Herbert Twist 
Gerald Upton 
Walter Wall 
William Frederic Buckland 

Warmau 
Frank George Warne 
Robert Innys Baker Warton 
George Herbert Watson 



William John Vicary Watts 
Thomas William Weldon 
Percy Edwin Welter 



I Albert Ernest Woodgate 
Geoffrey Herbert Wright 



By Order of the CJounoil, 

E. W. Williamson, 

Secretary. 
Law Socdbtt's Hall, Ghanoebt Laihs. 
nth October^ 1896. 



APPOINTMENTS. 



I Got. 29. The Queen has b^en pleased to approve the appointment of 

I Sir Francis William Maclean, Kut., Q.C., to be Chief Justice of the 
High Court of Judicature at Fort William, in Bengal, in the place 
of Sir William Comer Petheram, Knt., Q.O., who has resigned that 
ofiEloe with effect from Nov. 1. 

Nov. 2. The Queen has been pleased to direct Letters Patent to be 
passed under the Great Seal of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, granting the dignity of a Knight of the said 
United Kingdom unto Henry Spencer Berkeley, Esq., Chief Justice 
of Fiji and Chief Judicial Commissioner for the Western Pacific. 

Henry M. Bompas, Esq., Q.C., has been appointed Judge of County 
Courts, Circuit 11 and part of Circuit 14, in place of His Honour 
Judge Gates, resigned. 



Now ready. Demy Svo., eloth, 1140 pages, 82s« 6d. ; Cash, 26s. (postage 9d.X 

THOMSON'S PRINCIPLES OF EQUITY, 

AND 

EQUITY PRACTICE OF THE COUNTY COURT: 

fOR THE USE OF PRACTITIONERS IN THE CHANCERY DIVISION OF THE HIGH COURT AND IN THE COUNTY COURT. 
WnH PKMCDBm or PabeiodiiABs or Olaoi, "Dwrmtam, Norcm or Mon<nr, Awrm/LYVn, Jvoaitmm, Obdbbi, *a 

By ANDREW THOMSON, Esq., B.A., LL.D., 

Barrister-at-Law ; formerly Lecturer and Reader on Equity to the Incorporated Law Society; and afterwards 

Professor of Equity to the Inns of Court. 

**liiMiiiim«ntor iMinliigMiv^lMortiidaBlry.''— 6tob«. 

"The AvOkor is muHtr of his snldect. H« i^v«b tbe difflcnlt Pxindptai of Xqnllgr moifc olatriy aadwdl; IndBsd, «n Piliidplfli oT Boottr, ira beUsr* tbst tito work to 
■«d to nOMu"— 14N9 MOUi. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Limitbd, Law Publishbbs, 27, FLEET STREET, B.O. 



MAY'S PARL IAMENTARY PRACTICE. 

TeiUk EdiUtm. Bofti Swk, eMk, 46a. ma/-eal/, 60t. 

^TREATISE ON THE LAW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARLIAMENT. 

ST SIB THOMAS EBSKINB MAT, K.0J3., D.OX., 

Omrh qI One Emm qf Onmnom, and Bm6k» qf Om MiddU TmttpU. 
TENTH EDITION. 
BOOKS L and XL Edited by Sir BravAU) F. D. Palgouyb, K.O.B., derk of ihe Honse of CtommoDfl. 
BOOK nL Edited by Alfrkd Bohhax-Oibtkb, Esq., of the Izmer Temple^ Bairistei^at-Law, a Member of the Oonrt 
of Befezees of nivate Bills (House of Commons). 

Tfci pNMBt ftm cC Sm tmttot to Sir ^fffi^Jg/Kfy^^^J!^ » j* to » monmMnt of lito toboor •ndcCUiikiU.radwiUbtM wiAd to i 
itoi^ tad Ctiir*«** UnlvtnUtot m to mambcntf an IteUuMnto la th* Biittoh trnftn^^^Tke /" 



Lomosr: WILLIAII 0L0WE8 ft SONS, Limitbd, Law Pqbl isbbis^ 917, Fudr Stbot, E.a 
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Royal 8vo., doth, S», 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

GiTiog a Geneiml Summary of the Act and a oopioiu and nsefnl Index, both to the'^SectionB of the Act and the different hA^ing M 
of the synojifiu, mth the Forms nsed. and inBtnictioni as to the Duty. To which is also^added the Finance Act, 1891, and a list of the 
Forms nsed in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

(Of lis Legacy Duty Office, Somerset Haute)^ 

AVTBOnlOW TBB ^TABUI OV THl UrOLXSH X>XATH DrTCBB,** **A flBOBT ZimBX* ITO^ KM. 

*«wniUlDandnfeiUlaiiiaBterlngth6lntrictde«oftbomMgai«.''---9V«fJL I *<AT«7MiTlc«abtooin{MmloQtothotewhondal7ttlitoBafter adUkaH Actot 

*' PnieoU • • • • spedAl Inatiuctiooi as to Um new duty/'— /tatfy TtUgrafk, \ ParlUmeof— 1««9 /m 



Londoh: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, Limitid, Law Pububebbb, 27, Flbit Stbxr, E.O. 
JT78T FUBLIBHED. Demy 8vo.t oloth, 10s. 8cL 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 

(THE LAW RELATING TO). 



THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACTS, 1875 TO 1893. AS AMENDED BY THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT, 1895. 

TogtOur with an Appendix, containing Model Rtdes, and the Forma appended to the Treatury Btgulalions, 189ft. 

By F. BADEN FULLER, BJL. (Ozon.), 

Of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
LoHDOir : WILLIAM OLOWES & SONS, Lnimis Law PoBLiBKiBfl, 27, Fleet Stbset, B.0. 

Bogral l ^wy^ ^, dlotht 19b« 6d« 

THE LONDON BUILDING ACT, 1894. 

With Notes and Gross Beferenoes and an Appendix oontslning snoh existing Statutes 0nolading the PnbUo Health (London) Aot, 1891) ma 

still affect building operations within the Administrative Ooantr of London; also the Bye^ws, Begolatioas and (Men of tlie 

London Oonnty Oonnoil and of the Oomnussioners of Sewers of the Oitj of Londoa. 

By W. BUSSBLL GBIFFITEB, I1L.B., 

CyMs/MMT 2Vwpfa, EdUor pf'^Tke 8Muie$ Btg^Oat^ Ltmim BmUHfg!' 

AED 

FBANOIS W. PBMBBB, M^., 

Of LknoMi /UN, DrafUmm of ih$ Jm oi cngmaUy MnoAfOti into ik$ Emm of 

««A vsy completa and uatal baiidbook to tte nl^eci oT balldloff la nfennot to 
LoBdoB.*— n« BuOder. 

••The notM an nod, and tte whato work wUl ba of gnat ma to lawycn vhaaa 
bnalBBBa calktiicm toiadmtairf tka bofldliialaw far Um&Lr^Um JtmnaL 



*' Tha adtton hara parfomad tMr taak In an artmlraMa way. and ha^ 
what wm probably ba tha Mandaid woA flor acna yaui oa tha '-'- 



Loram: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, LmiTED, Law PnUkhns, 27, Fleet Street, KO. 



Now ready. Crown Svo., cloth, 8s. 6d. net 

THE POLmGAL LAIS OF THE SODTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 

WITH AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE CONSTITUTION OF THE ORANGE FREE STATE. 
Traaslated by W. A. MAOFADTSSN, BJL., I1L.B., 

Loie Behotar «f Braeenoee OoOtge, Oa/ord; Advoeette <^ <%« Bwprvme Court, Oujpe OdUmy, and </ (he mgk Cbmrt, 

Bouih Africtm Btj^tOie. 

LoHDOH ; WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, LnoTKD, Lav Pxtblishsbs, 27, FLEET STREET, KO 
J. 0. JUTA & CO., OAPE TOWN, PORT ELIZABETH, AND JOHANNBOTURO. 
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LIST OF BUSINESS FOR THE JUDICIAL COMMITTEE OF THE PRIVY COUNCIL. 



NOVEMBER AMD DECEMBER, 1896. 



COLONIAL APPEALS. 



Gum. 


^Vhence. 


Beeord rwjelvwL j ^"^-^J* 


Sol^lect 1 


A, . 


fioUeltem. 


The Attorney-General for 


Canada . i . . 


13 May 1896 14 Aug. 1896 


Whether Ontario is liable 


Bompas, Bisohoff, 


the Dominion of Canada 




1 


at all for payment of 




Dodgaon ft Co. 


r. 






certain annuities to 






The Attorney-General for I { 




Indians for lands ceded 


R. . 


Freshfields & WU- 


the Province of Ontario . / 






by them to the late 




liams. 


The Attorney-General for\ 


Canada .... 


13 May 1896 14 Aug. 1896 


Province of Canada and, A. . 1 


Bompas, Bimhoff, 


! the Province of Quebec . 


1 


1 if so, whether the in- 1 


Dodgson & Co. 


1 ^• 




debtcdness is .not eon- 




, The Attorney-General for 


1 


joint with * Quebec. 


R. . 


Freshfields & Wil- 


the Province of Ontario . J 




: *B.N.A. Act,s8.109, 111, 
1 112. 
6 Apr. 1896 20 Au^r. 1896 . Collision. 




liams. 


Owner of the S.S. "Kwang 


Straib} Settlements. 


A. . 


RowcliffeSjRawleft 


; Tnng" 










Co. 


, Ownera of the S.S. 








B. . 


Talbot & Tasker. 


"Ngapoota" . . . .; 












TheBrewer8'andMalt3tors'> Ontario .... 


22 June 1896 26 Oct. 1896 


Competency of the Legis- 


A, . 


S. V. Blake. 


Amociation of Ontario 




lature of Ontario to 






v. 




require brewers and 






The Attorney-General for 


1 


distillers duly licensed 


R. . 


Freshfields & WU- 


Ontario J 




1 


by the Government of 
Canada to take out 




liams. 






















licenses in the Province \ 












— Liquor License Act 
R.S.O., 1887, cap. 194. 














The Master in Equity . . )' Victoria .... 


7 Sept. 1896 , 6 Nov. 1896 


Administration suit — Mode A. . 


Freshfields & Wil- 


1, 






of assessing the value of 


liams. 


PeaiBon and Othera . . .J 








securities — Administra- It. . 
tion and Probate Act, 
1890, s. 98. 


W. WUding Jonel. 


Benner ) 


Gold Coast Colony . 


7 Sept. 1896 — 


Whether an Order striking A. . 


Ashurst, Morris,. 


r. 






off Appellant from the 

roll of practitioners was — 


CrUp & Co. 


The Judges of the Gold( 








Ex parte. 


Coast Colony ... .J 


1 






rightly made. 




INDIAN APPEALS. 


! 

Caofle. Whence. 


RecorJ receivel. 


Set down for 


Subject 
Right to recover mesne 


Solicitors. 


Moolvi Mahamraad Abduh N. W. P., Bengal . 


28 Aug. 1895 


7 Aug. 1896 


A. . 


T. C. Summerhays. 


Majid ....-.! 






profits of land— Code of 
Civil Procedure, s. 212. 






V. 












Muhammad Abdul Aziz 










J?. . 


Barrow & Rogers. 


and Others 














Nawab Ibrahim Ali Khan . i 


N. W. P., Bengal . 


10 Mar. 1896 


28 Oct. 1896 


Validity of a transfer of \ A. . 




--_.- t;. 








promissory notes.. , 




Ummat-ul-Zohra . . .1 








— 


Ex parte. 


ShoBhi Kooiul Lahiri . . 


Bengal .... 


25 June 1894 


30 Oct. 1896 


Action against executors ' A. . 


T. L. Wilson & Co. 


V, ' 








for an account. 1 




Kali Komul Lahiri and 








R. . 


W. W. Box. 


Another 1 

Sheosagar Singh and Others Bengal .... 


3 July 1893 


30 Oct. 1896 


Whether the Respandent 


A. . 


T. L. Wilson & Co. 


r. 






is the son of Anar Koer 






Sitaram Singh .... 

Chutterput Siigh . . . Bengal .... 






deceased. 


R. . 


H. G. Dallunore. 


27 May 1895 


7 Nov. 1896 


Title to hind— Limitalion 
Act. 


A. . 


Barrow & Rogers. 


Dwarka Nath Ghose and 

Another 

Bitto Knnwar . . . . ' N. W. P., Bengal . 






R. . 


T. L. Wilson & Co. 


23 Feb. 1893 


7 Nov. 1896 


Whether Respondent as A.. 


T. L. Wilson & Co. 


r. 








heir-at-law of Bam ! 




Kesho Pershad ftlisser . . 








Kishen Misser holds B. . 


Ranken, Ford, 


I 


1 




prujperty for his own use ' 
or in tnist 


Ford, & Chester. 




^^ ■ 


8A2 • 
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Cause. 


Whence. Keoonl received. 


Set down for 
Hearing. 


Snlitlect 


ooJicttorBs 


Fonindra Deb RRikat . . 

t?. 
The Secret irj of State for 
India in Ck>uncil . . .. 


Bengal .... | 13 May 1895 

1 


— 


Kijclit to timber found 
adrift in a river — ^Effect 
of Indian Forest Act, 
1878, 8. 45. 


A, . 


T. L. Wilflon ft Co 
Office. 



JUDGMENTS. 



A Beneficed Clerk 



(JTeai^ 25 Marhi, iW. 
PfWMiil:] Tkt Lord 
ChaneeUor, Lordi 
WaiBon, Bobihouie, and 
Davey, Sir Biehard 
QmehandSirFraneU 
Jeune,) 
Ediwn General Electric^ 
Company .... 



Whence. 



Consistory Conit of 
the Diocese of 
London. 



Becord reoelTed. 



The Westminster and Van- 
ooayer Tramway Com- 
pany, the Bank of British 
Columbia and Others 
(Heard 23 July, 1898. 
Pretent : Lord$ Mi^ 
Aoiiie, MacMiQlAm, 
arid Davey^ and Sir 
Bickard Omeh.) 
.Sprigg 

V, 

Sigoau 

CHeard 29 July, 1896. 
Pre&eiU: The Lord 
Okanedhr^ Lord$ 
Wat90H^ Bobkouie^ 
Maenaghien, Shandy 
and Davw, and Sir 
Biehard Couch,') 



British Columbia 



9 June 1896 



Set down for 
Hearing. 



23 Jan. 1896 



Snltfect 



4 July 1896 



Cape of Good Hope 



23 Mar. 1896 



II July 1896 



Jurisdiction of the Con- 
sistory Court under the 
Clergy Discipline Act, 
1892. 



Action by creditor to set 
aside Judgment by con- 
sent obtained by another 
creditor. 



A. 
B, 



W. Carpenter dk 

Sons. 
Houseman ft Co. 



Whether a Proclamation 
under which Bespcndent 
was arrested was suffi- 
cient in law to justify 
the arrest. 



B. 



J. Cornelius 
Wheeler. 

Fieshfields ft Wil- 
liams. 



Wilson, Biistowa 

ft Caipmael. 
Thomas Beaid & 

Son. 



SPECIAL EEFBRBNCE (far Judgment). 



Petitions of The Mercers' Company and of The GoTcming Body of 
St. Paul's School, London, against a Scheme framed by the Charity 
Commissioners in relation to St Paul's School under the Endowed 
Schools Acts. 




Freshflelds ft Wiiltama. 
Farrer ft Co. 



PATENT CASE {Beoiona far Beport). 



Matter. 


PeUtkm Lodged. 


Snl^Ject 


SoUdtora. 


Hopkinson's Patent .... 
(Apparatus for dUtribnting 
eleetrieity.) 


27 Jan. 1896 


Prolongation of Patent dated 27th July, 1882, 
No. 8578. 


Pet 
0pp. 


Faithf uU ft Owen. 

Drake, Son ft Parton. 
Deacon, Gibson ft Medcalf. 
Field, Borne ft Co. 
W. G. Greig. 
Harrison ft Powell. 
W. F. Wakeford. 

Sharpe, Parker, Fritohardfl ft 
Barham. 
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COUET OP APPEAL AND HIGH OOUET OF JUSTIOB-CHANOEEY DIVISION. 



MICHAELMAS BITTINQB, 1896. 



BOTA OF BBGISTBABS IN ATTENDANCE IN THE ENSUINa WEEK. 



Dim 


Own n. 


Mb. Jranca 
Ghbtt. 


Mb. Jusno 

NOBtE. 


Mb. JURMB 
8nBUB«. 


Mb. JvafioB 

KUBWKIH. 


Mb. JranCB 


Din. 


Mmkj, Not. 


16 


Xr.tauf 


Mr. Wiud 


Mr. Bail 


Mr. IiMflh 


Mr. JaflkMB 


Mr.O«tegfe» 


Moi-IV. 


KoT. 16 


*^-*(r 


17 


» Boll 


„ tariMrtn 


» P«»^ 


M flodfcv 


„ CI0M 


o La^ 


TiMiliy 


U " 


WitolV ,. 


18 


M nam 


M Ward 


M B«l 


M I-i«* 


„ JtflkMB 


„ GtfTinglM 


Wodnaidaj 


I./ w 


»«-V 


19 


», Boll 


„ PnUrtoo 


» P«»^ 


M €todft«y 


„ CI0M 


M La^ 


Thmdaj 


- 1» 


»«V 


20 


« ItaMT 


„ Wild 


„ B«l 


M I-iK* 


. J.^ 


„ GtfTill||« 


FridtJ 


h' «• 


a-»««v 


31 


» Boll 


., FiBlMrtn] 


« Pm^ 


„ Mbn 


M OOP- 


H La^ 


Satedny 


M 21 
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COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATIOK 



There will Bhortly be an election by the Goancil of an AttUtant 
Beader in Raman Law and Jurisprudence^ and International Lano^ and 
oi»o of a Member of ihe General Board of Examineri, 

The Council will be glad to receive on or before Satarday the 2lBt 
November, at the Offices of the Council, Lincoln's Inn Hall, the 
names of any gentlemen who are desirous of being appointed^ together 
with any Testimonials they may wish to submit to the Council. 

Nonemher 9ih, 1896. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



HILABY PASS EXAMINATION, 1897. 



EXAMINATION OF CANDIDATES FOB PASS 
CEBTIFICATES. 

The attention of Students is requested to the following Bules :— 
No Student shall receive from the Council the Certificate of Fitness 

for Call to the Bar required by the four Inns of Court unless he shall 

have passed a satisfactory Examination as follows : — 
Candidates will be ezandned in the following subjects, in addition 

to^Boman Law— 

L Law of Beal and Personal Property. 

IL Law of Contracts and Torts. 
m. Principles of Equity. 
IV. Evidence, Procedure, and Criminal Law. 

Y. Constitutional Law and Legal History. 

Students have the option of passing the Examination in the subject 
of Boman Law, and in the subject of Constitutional Law and Legal 
HistOTy, or in either of such subjects separately from other subjects. 
Students exercising this option must present themselves for examina- 
tion in Boman Law and Cmstitutional Law and Legal History before 
the other subjects. 

Students who present themselves for examination and whose papers 
show that they had no reasonable expectation of passing may be 
ordered not to be admitted for examinatioa again until the expiration 
of such time as the Council may direct. 

A Student who, at any time previously to his admission at an Inn of 
Court, was a Solicitor in practice for not less than five consecutive 
years, either in England or in any Colony or Dependency, but who in 
dttier ease was admitted in England, and in accordance with Bule 7 
of the Consolidated Begulations has ceased to be a Solicitor before his 
admission as a Student, may be examined for Call to the Bar without 



keeping any Terms, and may be called to the Bar upon passingithe 
public Examination required by these Bules, without ^keeping any 
Terms; 

Provided that such Solicitor has given at least twelve months' notice 
in'writing to each of the Pour Inns of Court, and to the Incoroorated 
Law Society, of his intention to seek Call to the Bar, and produces a 
Certificate that he is a fit and proper person to be caUed to the Bar, 
signed, if his practice was in England, by two Members of the CouncU 
of the Incorporated Law Society, and, if his practice was in a Colony 
or Dependency, by the Chief Justice of such Colony or Dependency. 

The Council may accept as an equivalent for the Examination in 
Boman Law — 

i. A Degree granted by any University within the British 
Dominions, for which the qualifying Examination included 
Boman Lsrw; 
u. A Certificate that any Student has passed any such Examina- 
tion, though he may not have taken the Degree for which 
such Examination qualifies him ; and 
iit The Testamur of the Public Examiners for the Degree of Civil 
Law at Oxford that the Student has passed the necessary 
Examination for the Degree of Bachelor of Civil Law ; 

Provided the CouncU is satisfied that the Student, before he ol^ 
tained his Degree, or obtained such Certificate or Testamur, passed 
a sufficient Examination in Boman Law. 

An Examination will be held in December next, to which a Stadent 
of any of the Inns of Court who is desuous of becoming a Ctodidato 
for a Certificate of Fitness for being caUed to the Bar, or of passmg 
the Examination in Boman Law (and or) Constitutional Law and 
Legal History, will be admissible. 

Each Student proposing to submit himself for Examination will be 
required to enter his name inftOl, personally or by letter, at the 
Treasurer's or Steward's Office of the Inn of Court to which he belongs, 
on or before Monday, <Ae 7th day of December next ; and he will further 
be required to state in writing whether his object in oflfering hunwlf 
for Examination is to obtain a Certificate preliminary to a Call to the 
Bar, or whether he is merely desirous of passing the Examination in 
Boman Law (and or) Constitutional Law and Legal History under 
the above-stated Bule. 

The Examination will commence on Tueeday, the 15tt day of 
December next, and will be continued on the Wedn^eday and Thureday 
following. 

It will take place in the Middle Temple Hall ; and the doors will 
be dosed Ten Minutes after the time appointed for the commence- 
ment of the Examination. 

The Examination by Printed Questions will he conducted in the 
following Order:— 

Tueeday Morning, IMh December, at Ten, on the Law of Beal and 
Personal Property and Conveyancing. 
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Tuesdaif Afternoon, \fUh IMcemker, at Two« on Iaw aod Bq[U^, 

fint paper. 
Wedneiday Morning, iBih December, at Ten, on Law and Equity, 

Beoond paper. 

Wednesday Afternoon, I6ih DeeenAer, at Two, on Evidence, Pio- 
cednre, and Criminal Law. 

Thwdday Morning, llih Deoember, at Ten, on Boman Law. 

Tkmr$day Afternoon, I7th December, at Two, on Conatitatlonal Law 
and Legal History. 

The Oral Examination will be oondaoted in the same Order, and at 
the same Hoars, as aboye appointed for th^ Examination by ninted 
Questions. ......*. 

. The ExAioNEBS in the Law of Rial and Pebbonal Pbopbbtt and 
CoimETAKGiKa will examine in the following subjects :-* 

Elements of the Law of Beal and Personal Property. 
Purohases and Leases. 
Settlements and Wills. 



The ExAxiNXRs in Law and Equitt will examine in the following 
•obJeGts: — 

FiBST Papeb. . 

Elements of the Law of Contracts and Torts. 
Kegotiable Listnunents. 
Agency in Mercantile Contracts. 
Contracts of Sale of Goods. 

Sbcomb Papkb. 
Trusts. 

fibedfic Performance. 
Mortgages and other Securities. 
Partnership and Winding up of Companies. 



The ExAMiNEBS in Boman Law will examine in the following 
suljeots: — 

L Law of Persons— Slavery; Patria Poieetas; Husband and 

Wife; Tutela; Cura. 
n. Law of Property— 2>ommtum; Potteseto; Serritudes, peisonal 
andpraB^ual; Emphyteugis; Mortgage. 

III. Law of Contract—Formal Contracts; Contracts re; Contracts 

for valuable consideration in money; Correality; Accessory 
Contracts; Fidejumo; Mandatum ; Peeunia OonsHttUa; 
Elements common to all Contracts. 

IV. Delicts. 

T. Wills, Legacies, and Trusts. 



The ExAxnrBBs in Oo MtrriTiri ' i oxAL Law and Lsqal Histobt will 
examine in the following subjects :— • 

I. Constitutional Law. 

(1) The Crown and the Executive. 

(2) The Law and Custom of Parliament 
n. Legal History. 

ni. The Constitutbnal History of England. 



The ExAHiKBBS in Evidxmcb, Pbooxdube, Civui'and Cbdonal, and 
CfiiMiNAL Law will examine in the following subjects : — 

The Elements of Procedure, Civil and Criminal. 
The Elements of Evidence. 
Criminal Law. 



The above StibjecU wiU he examined upon wo fat otdy ae treated in 
the Ledwree and Claeeei einee Miekadmae Tsrsi, 189i. 

The Awards upon the Hilary Pass Examination will be published 
at the Office of the Council, Lincoln's Inn Hidl, on Monday, 11th 
January, at 5.30 p m. 



NoTB.— The Eatter Pass Sxanuaatiai will be 1^ in the IniNr 
Temple Hall, 6th, 7th, and 8th ApriL 

Last day for entry of names, Monday, 29th March. 

Magkaghten, 

Chairman of Ckmnea of Legal EdueaUon. 

A. G. Mabtbv, 

Chairman of Board of BMiee. 

OOUHOIL CfiAMBBB, LiHOOLB'B IhH HaIiL^ 

Novewlber, 1800. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



HILARY HONOVR EXAMINATION, 1897. 

EXAMINATION OF CANDIDATES FOE STUDENTSHIP 
AND HONOUB& 

The attention of Students is requested to the following Bules : — 

Two Studentships of One Hundred Guineas per annum each, 
tenable for three years, shall in each year be given to the Stndenti 
who shall pass the best Examination on the whole in all the ral^eots 
mentioned in Clause 28 of the Consolidated Begulations. But {ha 
Council shall not be obliged to recommend any Studentship to be 
awarded if the result of the Examination be such as, in their opinion. 



tions as they consider just. 

No Student shall be eligible for a Studentship who is over twentv- 
five years of age on the first day of the Examination for which he 
enters. 

Only Members of an Inn not called to the Bar shall compete for a 
Studentship, or Honours. 

There shall be two Honour Examinations in each year, at each d 
which one Studentship and Certificates of Honour, enaUing the 
holderd to be called to the Bar without further Examination, may 
be awarded. 

At every call to the Bar those Students who have obtained Stadent- 
ships shall take rank in seniority over all other Students caUed co 
the same day, and those Students who have obtained Certificates of 
Honour shall take rank immediately after the holder of a Sindeniship 
called on the same day. 

The Inn of Court, to which the holder of any Studentship or of a 
Certificate of Honour belongs, may, if desired, dispense with any 
Terms not exceeding two that mav remain to bo kept by such Student 
previously to his being called to the Bar. 

The CouncU may also avrard to the Student who, bein^ a Candidate 
for Honours, and not having obtained the Studentship, shall (amongst 
the other Candidates) have jpassed the best Examination in Cin- 
stitutional Law (English and Colonial) and Legal History, a special 
prize of Fifty Pounds. Provided that the Oooneil shall not be 
obliged to award the pricse if the result of the Examination in that 
subject or the other subjects has not been such as, in their opinion, to 
justify the Award. 

An Examination will be held in December next, to which a Student 
of any of the Inns of Court, who is desirous of becoming a Candidate 
for a Studentship or Honours, will be admissible. 

Each Student proposing to submit himself for Examination will be 
required to enter his name, in fall, personally or by letter, at the 
Treasurer's or Steward's Office of the Inn of Court to which he 
belongs, on or before Monday, the lih day of December next, and he will 
farther be required to state in writing whether his object in ofiTering 
himself for Examination is to compete for a Studentship or Certificate 
of Honour, and (if a Candidate for a Studentship) to produce evidence 
as to his ago. 

The Examination will take place in the Middle Temple Hall ; and 
the doors will be closed Ten Minutes after the time appointed for 
the conuneneement of the Examination. 
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The Ezammatkm will commence on Tueidayy the l^th day of 
Deeemher next, and will be continued on the Wednesday, Thorsday, 
and Friday following. 

The Examination by Printed Questions will be conducted in the 
following Order ; — 

Tuetday Maning, I5ih December, at Ten, on the Law of Real and 
Personal Property and Gonyeyancing. 

Tueeday Aftemoony ISih December, at Two, on Law and Equity, 
first paper. 

Wedneeday Morning, 16(A December, at Ten, on Law and Equity, 
■ooond paper. 

Wednetday Afternoon, Wh December, at Two, on Eridenoe, Pro- 
cedure, (jiyil and Criminal, and Criminal Law. 

Thuredau Morning, 17th December, at Ten, on Soman Law, Juris- 
prudence, and Litemational Law. 

Thursday Afternoon, llth December, at Two, and Friday Morning, 
ISih December, at Ten, on Constitutional Law (English and 
Colonial) and Legal History. 

The Oral Examination will be conducted in the same Order, and 
ftt the same Hours, as above appointed for the Examination by 
Printed Questions. 

The ExAMiNEB in the Law of Bkal and Pebsokal Pbopebty and 
OoiTKTAifciHa will examine in the following subjects :— 

Elements of the Law of Real and Personal Property. 
Purchases and Leases. 
Hortgages. 
Settlements and Wills. 



The ExAifomfl in Law and Equttt will examine in the following 
nbjects: — 

FiBST Paper. 

Elements of the Law of Contracts and Torts. 
Negotiable Instruments. 
Agency in Mercantile Contracts. 
Contracts of Bale of Goods. 

Second Paper. 
Principles of Equity. 
Tmsts. 

Mor^pages and other Securities. 
Specific Performance. 
Partnenhip and Winding-up of Companiea 



The Examiner in Eyidencb, Procedure, Citil and Criminal, snd 
CBnoNAL Law will examine in the Subjects discussed at tho Lectures 
tsd Glasses since the commencement of Michaelmas Term, 1894. 



II. Jurisprudence, Analytical and Historical, with special refer* 

enoe to the writing^s of Austin and Maine. 
III. Elements of International Law (Public and Priratc). 



The Examiner in Constitutional Law (English and Coloitul) 
and Legal HisrroRT will examine in the following subjects : — 

I. Constitutional Law. 

(1) The Crown and the Exeoutire. 

(2) The Law and Custom of Parliament. 
Legal History. 
Constitutipnal History. 



II. 

m. 



Text-books which may be referred to : — 

I. Constitutional Law : Dioey*s Law of the Constitution, Anson*8 
Law and Custom of the Constitution, Broom's Constitutional 
Law, May's Law and lYactioe of Parliament, Bagehot's 
English Constitution, and Heam's GoTemment of England. 
II. Legal History : Parts of Blackstone, Spence, Stephen's His« 
tory of the Criminal Law, Maitland's Introductions to Yols. 
I. and II. of Selden Society's Publications. 
IIL Constitutional History : Stnbbs, HaUam, Gardiner, May, Tas- 
well Luigmead. 



The dbote Subjecte will he examined upon to far only ae treated in the 
Leeturee and Claeeee $inee 2ith October, 1894. 

Macnaohten, 

Chairman of Council of Legal Education. 

A. G. Marten, 

Chairman of Board of Studies. 

CJouNciL Chamber, Lincoln's Inn Hall, 
November, 1896. 



PBOFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLYBD. 

James Oswald Davidson and Hebden Barker (Dayidson & Barker^ 
Solicitors, South Shields, Jarrow-on-Tyne, Newoastle-npon-Tyney and 
Hebbum-on-Tyne, by mutual consent as from Aug. 25. 

Bobert Scale and Edward Thomas David (Scale & DavidY Soli* 
citors, Bridgend and Maesteg, Glamorgan, by mataal consent, Oct. 31. 
The said Robert Scale and Edward Thomas David wiU in future 
carry on business separately. 



The ExAMiNBB in Boman Law and Jurisprudence, &c., will 
<ittmine in all the following subjects :— 

L Institutes of Justinian. Special Topics : — Poeeessio, Law of 
Sale, History of Roman Law. 



APPOINTMENT. 

Thomas Halhed Fischer, Esq., Q.O., has been appointed a Master 
in Lunacy, in the place of Sir Francis William Maclean, Q.C., 
appointed Chief Justice of Bengal. 



jQflt PaUUhML Bojsl 8to« dlotbt 96ik 



NORMAN'S DEATH DUTY TABLES 



Ck>mjp«isisitf lift mxk ] 

Tables L, IL, m.. appended to the Sneoeenon Daly Aot» 1853 (16 A 17 Viet, a 51), for T$lmng SaooeMione 
•ad Annuities; «Lk> Diflooiint» Intereet, Bate per Oent^ end other TaUee, with muneroiie ezampleB to illuatrate 
"^v me and applioadon. 

By A. W. NORMAN, B.A., B.Sc. (Load.), 

or Oa htgKf tmi BubwI m Duly OmM^ AvUiat of "A DigMt of tlw Death Datte" 



LoMiMai: WILLIAM .0L0WB8 A SONS, loiiinDD^ Law 



27, 
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WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS' LIST. 



CJrowii Bmt, ololfa. It, ed. 

THE LAW OF ABBIT&ATIOlf. Being the AxUtntloii Aot, 

18M. WMh KolM of Stetotei^ Bate cf Court. Fonna and OtMt, and n Lkte. 

^f W. Odtbam Cmmwm, Solkitor, kc,, with Hinoax^ EL T. 1M6. 
__^,___^ Dway 8V0., doth, 12f. 6d. 

BEBEHTUBES.— The Debentures and DebentmeStookof TndJnff 

and other CwpinW. WithFornw. By SDirAB»MAnoir, ortfaalliddlaT^milau 

BArriMr-ai.Law, aiid late 8chol«r of &m«bom Oolk0^ OzionI, Anlhv cf •«flis 

Law or Trading Oompaniaa,'' fco. 
flecoa d j dWoo, Earned and aalaMtd. Demr Siu, doth, •& 

FBAUD AND MISBEPBBSEVTATIOlf .-A Short Tieatue 

cnthaLawrelathigtoFnHidaiidMlirepnaentatloa. Qy Smrar HAanoraaL B.A.. 

of fha LuMT Tnpkb BanimtMH^Uw, Author of "l Tieatln on tha Law of 

Torti^'^ te., ke, 

•«TklalaaT87nMAdlitflatreBlln. It la 

an broQ^ waQ vp to data."— £«i0 S%Mt. 

EVOLISH PATEHT KtAcSfcK-With the Aote, Bnlei, 

Forma and Preoedanti» and Notee of «U the Beooided Caaas. Dhiatnited with 
Sketchei. Qy H. CinmroHAMa, M.A^ BarrlaternKt-Law, late Bojal Bnghieon. 
Grown Stoh doth, loa. <d. 

coig^uras' wjBK ^ msiisQ law nr few 

SOUTH WALKS AKD YICrrORLL A Traatiae for tha Gnidaaoe of Soiioitoc% 
^Mtenk BiToalon^ and otfaaia. B^ Axism ni Lnaa, Banlat«-at-Law» 

Boyml evow, elotti, lit. 

SERVICE OOT OP THE JUBISOIOTIOE. 



By FB4Von 

Tatlob PnraoR. M.I., LL.M.. of tha Mlddla Tonmla^ BanMermt-Law; late 

- the JanaoaN OaMnati Author of "Focdipi " " 

PHndplea of tha Law of Torti^" ' 



I^BdAdTlBer to tha Ja] 
___ Demy 8T0., oMfa. aOf . 

THE LAW OF HUSBAHD AVD WIFE.— By Ohabcm 

CBAwxnr, M.A., of Lfaioohi's Inn, Barrlafeer^t-Law : late Fellow of Downing 
CoUem Oambridge; and Author of «• The Law of Life inaoxanoe.* 
<<Thia la a oaraftd and wdl-written traatiae on a ad^Jeot with xegwd lo whloh BMh 



aworkwaa 



wagnatly^ 
hodEtotha 



wanted."— Alicaofy JmrnuO. 



" Thli hook ia tha moit oomprdbendTe and Talnabla one 
wift Witt whkh wa are aoqnafoel*-^ tt aMe i wn. 



on Hm law of 



Bojal 8T0., aewn, Sc «4. 

EE0LI8H STATUTE LAW BEVISED. Being an Audyrii 

of tha Mbdflf tha liegialatlon of IMS iqwn Btrliar Statmea i^tfaig te S^tanl. 

Hj Paul SnioKLAn^ of LtaiooIn'B Inn, Ban i a t or a t L aw, Antiior of "Ghnaa- 

togloal Table of Public Ganaral Aoti in Forae." 
••Iliia pnbUoatlon wtU ha of mooh aadatanoa to Oe haid-wwfcad pnotittaMr."^ 
M 'ettorr J^ftmtaL 
* Moot iMeftil.ifool7aa a goideflar noting iip.''-WtalteafaaFMoe. 
•* A oaefU auOjala of tha eflbot of tha legldatlon of 18M m aailkr atditaL*-^ 

CHROVOLOQICAL TABLE OFPITBLIO GEEBR&L AOTB 

IN FORGE. aoHan.IIL(iaw)tofYfti8yio(.Mr4. ^f Paok SBBnannb 
of Unooln^ Inn, Barriaier-at-Law. 
««wm be flnnd naattal lo tha pmotttlBBW flor mtrnw mnpaaia.*— Xm OW' t a fc 



*< Very oondae • . • • of naa for atndyand refBrenoa.*— £•« Mmo. 
••ItwmbaftRindmoBtiiacfidbytha - - - - - 



Idltloii,foyal8Ta. 1,100 pmea, deth. Ma. 

THE PBnrCIFLES dP EATIVO as mlM to 



Doob^ TFamway% Gaa and Water Worka* Goal and other klnai^ 1 

WorkB» Mannfltetorlee, and other HiereditMnentB. With a oootplata DIgHt < 

Oaaai^ and aU tha importent Statatee dealing wU ' • -- • ^- 

^ ^. . TterSLaw, 



SrSK 

la naat H 



BoTiM, of the LuMT Tenpleb Barri 
Fellow of tha Sunnyon' Ineytota^ te. 



and €^. H iiBwain 'Da.TiM, 



Deniy0yo.,ok)fh.90t. 



THE LAW OP mnSAHCES. ^Tith Statatory Amwidix. By 
K. W. GAJunrr, M.A^ of thelnnor Templaand MkllaadGtavii^ Baiilaf at Law. 



» Kveiy matter that, hi the ^yee of the law, ia regwded aa a 
. . . while tha work appeala more parttmlarly to membere of the legd 

• The Law of NidaanoeB,' there can be no qnaetion, will be finnd to 

general pabllo, eepedally bj offidala of Oounty Goandli^ Yeatrlee and 
Citf Prtn. 

The Hon. Mr. JnaHoa Kekewidi, In givlngjndgment in a reoent 



bytta 



"Mr.Qarratrebook , 



. which I have 



pofait in thia ottMb and gladly take thla opportmityof i 



; aa a woA of vn- 



V ^ OUaiogm of JIbJam Laio Boofa, Jm^t imrned, mU frm en appMogiion. 
LoiDOv: VTTiTJAM 0L0WB8 ft 80NS» Ldotid, Law Publuhbm. S7, 



■.a 



Joat pnbliflhed. Fourth Edition, Bevioed, demy 8to., cloth, 20a 

MOORE'S PRACTICAL FORMS OF AGREEMENTS 

Belating to Sales and Porohases, Mortgages andDeposits, Enfranobisements and Exohanses, Building and 
Arbitrations, Letting and Benting, ffiring and Servioe, Debtors and Creditors, and nnmerons other 
subjects : with a variety of XTsefal Notes. By H. MooBi, Esq., Author of ** A Handbook of PnMstioal 
Forms," " Abstracts of Title," Ac. 

FOUBTH EDITION. THOBOUOHLT BEVISED. 

OF THE INNER TEMPLE, ESQ., BARRISTER-AT-UW. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Pablishers, 27, Fleet Street, B.O. 

B'ow Beady. Third Bditioii, thoroughly revised to date^ demy Bvo, cOoth. 16a. 

THE LAW OF COPYRIGHT, 

IVOLIIDIIIO 

The AMEEIOAN G0F7BIGHT AOT, the BEBNE OONVENTION, the conseqaent OBDEB IN OOUHOIZi, 

AND CASES TO DATE. ALSO REFERENCE TO, AND EXPLANATION OF, THE CUSTOMS ACT OF 1876 RELATING TO THE 
IMPORTATION OF PIRATED EDITIONS OF ENQUSH COPYRIGHT BOOKS BY THE BRITISH COLONIES. 

By THOMAS EDWARD 8CRUTTON, M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, 

Afdkor o/'*lU Merduml Bkipplng Aat,lS9V' ""Clt^^ 

I/6ohit0F in OotMnom Jjotf le !&• Jiieovvofvleii Jjotf Soottig, 

«< We thhik it k aot oBly the esilegt, bat the mort wAd aitd pMttBal in^ 

Lqbdob: WILLIAM 0L0WB8 A SONS, Jamnm, Law Puiunoi, S7, Funr Snof, ILC. 
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COURT OF APPEAL AND HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE— CHANCERY DIVISION. 



MICHAELMAS BITTINQB, 1896. 



BOTA OF BEaiSTBASS IN ATXENDANGE IN THE ENSDINa WEEK. 



Daxb. 


oouxT n. 


Mb. Juhkm 
Chxrt. 


Mb. Jusnoi 

KOXXH. 


Mx. Jusnci 

BrxBLoro. 


Mb. Jmrad 


Mb. JD9TICB 


Daw. ' 


Itadiy. Nov. 


23 


Mr. Wtfd 


Ux.Ckmm 


Mr. Oadfrej 


Mr. Bott 


Mr. LATie 


Mr. Pn^ 


Mondaj, 


NoT.i 23 


»-*y 


2i 


„ FimlMrtoo 


„ Jackson 


o Lewh 


„ Fvmcr 


„ OtfringlMi 


M B«a 


Tvaadaj 


•» 24 


W«ta«d^, ^ 


25 


.. WMd 


„ QOWM 


(f Gtodfraj 


., Bolt 


.. LaTi« 


» Pi«h 


Wadnaaday 


l»1 35 


itek. 


26 


„ P0inb«rl« 


„ Jickm 


M LMdh 


„ njmm 


„ CarrlBgtA 


»» Baal 


Thvnday 


%. 26 


ft-v 


a? 


M Wtfd 


„ Clow« 


„ GodfN7 


n Bolt 


» L^Tlt 


M Pngh 


Friday 


« 2» 


*te»V 


28 


„ Famboion: 
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I an Auradoy, tta 24U day ofD^omber, 1896, and farmiiMite on TTednewIay. (fta 6<A day i^f. January^ 189f , (pA daya inctuiiw 



INNS OF COUET. 



CALLS TO THE BAB. 



MICHAELMAS TEEM, 1896. 



The ttnder-mentioned gentlemen have been called to the Bar by the 
tmdcr-mentioned Honourable Societies : — 

LINCOLN'S INN. 

George Henry Stnari, late Fellow of Emmanuel College, Cam- 
Udge, M.A. ; George CkxMlman Soloman, London Univerflity; 
Bgert<m William Townsend Beck; Charles Percy Sanger, Trinity 
College, Cambridge; Shrimant, Sampatrao Eashirao Gaikwad of 
Baioda, India ; Michael Linning Henry Melville ; Lionel Tndway 
Levick, B.A., Pembroke College, Oxford ; George Watkins William- 
aon; Archibald Alfred Willis; Harold Thomas Whitaker, B.A., 
Ghrisfc Church, Oxford ; Richard Mathias ; Major Greenwood, M.D., 
LLB^ D.P.H. 

INNER TEMPLE. 

Stafford Faulkner; Brcnton Robie Collins, B.A., Oxford; Cecil 
LooiB Ferdinand Floersheim, B.A, Oxford ; John Ellison Otto, B.A., 
Oiford; Walter James Lionel Stewart, Oxford; John James Bell, 
BA., Cambridge; Walter Rogers, B.A, Oxford; Eiward Henry 
Harrington Maxwell, B.A., Cambridge; Edward Eterard Earle 
Welby-Eyerard, B.A., Oxford; Edward James Watt, B.A., Cam- 
teidge; James Gilbert Shaw Mellor, B.A., LL.B., Cambridge; Henry 
Cabitt (}oooh, B A.., LL.B, Cambridge ; George Alfred Moeley Cheeket 
BJL Oxford; William Francis Comewall, B. A, Oxford; John 
GharlBB Miles, BJL., Oxford ; Harold Ellis, B.A., Oxford ; Alexander 
Adair Rodie, B.A., Oxf<nd ; Arthur Francis Haddan, Oxford ; Robert 
Holme Storey, B.A., Cambridge; William Neilson, B.A., LL.B. 
OMnfaridge; Ernest Yarrow Jones, B.A., Ozfdrd; WOUam James 
Holmes Graham, Bji., Cambridge ; Harold English Harxison, BA.., 
Ounbridge; the Hon. George Arthur Sinclair; Edward Herbert 
KeriTale Drory, Cambridge; Frederick Joseph Coltman; Joseph 



Ephraim Cascly Hayford, Cambridge ; and Walter George Wrangham, 
B.A., Cambridge. 

MIDDLE TEMPLE. 

Edward Patrick Sarsfield Counsel, barlster-at-law, Ireland, LL.D., 
law prize ; Michael Brett, B.A., New College, Oxford, Second Class 
Jurisprudence, honours certificate, Inns of Court; Charles Giesler 
Norbury, B.A., Cambridge University; Husain Budruddin Tyabji, 
B.A., LL.B., honours, Cambridge University ; Reginald Hugh Good- 
man, University of London ; Cecil John Dwyer ; Sheikh Asghar AU, 
Christ's College, Cambridge, J.C.S., B.A., Punjab University, and 
B. A., honours, Cambridj^e University ; George Alexander Blair, New 
College, Oxford, and St. John's College, Cambridge ; John Augustus 
Abbensetts ; Dhirajlal Panachand Shroff; Harry Bollen Longhurst ; 
Arthur Sims, honours at solicitors' final examination. 

GRAY'S INN. 

John Richard Clark Hall, M.A., London University, and of the 
Loyal Government Board ; Henry Anderson Watt, M.A., Glasgow ; 
Robert Warden Lee, B.A., Balliol College, Oxford ; Frederick Hinde» 
Kent-house, Beckenham ; James Graham Leslie, in the office of the 
Crown Agents for the Colonies ; Montagu White, Consul-General of 
the South African Republic; Robert Ernest Dummett, Clare College^ 
Cambridge ; Frederick Charles Goodwin, Kingston-on-Thames, 
M.R.C.S, Eng., and a L.R.C.P., and D.P.H., Cambridge; Syamo 
Podo Roy, Calcutta University, Punjab, India, pleader in the Chief 
Court of Lahore; and William Lymington Williams, formerly a 
solicitor, of Castle Mount, Sandal, near Wakefield. 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 



William Bartlett and John Frederick Henry Atkinson (Bartlett k 
Atkinson), Solicitors, Liverpool, by mutal consent, Oct 31. 

John George Lawrence Bnlleid and George Lawrence BuUeid 
(Bulleid & Son), Solicitors, Glastonbury, Somerset, by mutual oon- 
sent as from Sept. 1. 

John Arthur Cocker and Thomas Cooper (Cocker & Cooper), Soli- 
citors, Boumemooth and Boscombe, by mutual consent as from 
Got. 16. 
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Boyal 8vo,f doM, /ft, 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

GlTiog a (3eneiml BmnmAry of the Act and a oopiooa and QBefnl Index, both to the SeotionB of the Act a&d the different liAft^fag i 
of the BynopdB, with the Forms need and instrnotionfl as to the Duty. To which is also added the Finance Aci^ 189iy and a list of the 
Forms nsed in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

(0/ ihs Legaeif Duty Office, Somerset Hcuae), 

▲VTHOB or TBB **TASLM OF THS UrGUBH DEATH DUTm," **A flBQBT UHinX ,** STO^ KFa 

«*Wmbeft»iidii£eftiliDiiMit6ilagthelntiicaicletofthoineamiTC.''--9VttA. I <'A veijMrylceableooinpuiiontotliotewliotedntjitktoBafter adtflfOsHAoto^ 

;* FteseoU • • • • ipedal inslniGaoui m to the new duty."— iteOy TeUgraph, | PArUunent."— lata Jomtm, 

Lohdoh: WILLIAH CLOWES A SONS, LmmD, Law Publibhsbb, 2i;TLBa SzBan, E.O. 
JIT8T FUBLISHED. Demy 8yo^ oloth, 10s. 6d. 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 

(THE LAW RELATING TO). 



THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACTS, 1875 TO 1898, AS AMENDED BY THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT, 1895. 
Togelhir with an Agpendix, eotOaining Modtl Bides, and th» Forms appended to the 2V«Mury Begvlatims, 1896. 

By F. BADEN FULLER, BA.. (Ozon.), 

Of the Inner Temple, Barristei^at-Law. 
LoHDOv: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, Lnanis Law Publxbhkbs, 27, Flkbt Siedet, B.a 

BqjaI ISmo.* eloth* 19b. 8cL 

THE LONDON BUILDING ACT, 1894. 

ITith Notes and Gross Beferenoes and an Appendix oontaining snoh existing Statates poinding the Pahlio Heslth (London) Aot, 1801) ■• 

ttiU aJ&ot building operations within the Administrative Goanty of London; also the Bye-Laws, Begnlations and Ozden of the 

London Oonnty Oonnoil and of the Oommissionen of Sewers of the Gi^ of Londoa. 

By W. BUSSELL GBIFFITHS, IiL3., 

Of Ms /MMr Tmfk, Editor <if**Th$ StahOei RtfpM^ Imdm BiMkg;' 

AMD 

FBANOIS W. FBMBBB, M.A., 

Of Lkieoh'B Iim, Draftmum of the Bm ae originally kOroduoed into the Souee of C em mmk 

«'The edtton hftTe perfonned their tMk in an adminMe w», ti 
what wfllprobebly be tkt etandud wo^ flor mom yaia ea flit ] 



««A tvy conpkle and laeftil bendbook lo tbs iiiVeek of baUdloff la nfemee to 



calls thiM 



food, and tba wbole werk wQl beoffnaliiie tolawymvhoae 
tondintaiid Am bolIdiQg law flor Lan£iu''--l4W /e«^^ 



lAmnm: WILLIAH CLOWES A SONS, Ldhtid, Law Pablieherv, 27, Fleet Street, KO. 



How ready. Grown 8yo., elotb, 88. 6d. net 

THE POLITICAL LAWS OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 

miH AH APPENDIX OONTAININQ THE CONSTITUTION OF THE ORANBE FREE STATE. 
Translated by W. A. UAOFADYBN, B.A., IiL3.« 

Late SMIar <i Brateium CdOege, Oaford', Advooate </ Oe Bvprem Oomi, Cape (Mom, and ^ Oe Htgk Oomi, 

&mtk4flrieim SepiaUe. 



LonsoH : WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, LnonD, law Fobli8hbb8, 27, FLEET 8TBBBT, E.O. 
J. 0. JUTA A CO., CAPE TOWN, POET ELIZABETH, AND JOHANNESBUBG. . 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

PRORATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 

SUPPLEMENTAL LIST OF DEFENDED MATRIMONIAL CAUSES to. he Heard and Tried with Common Juries at 

MichaelmaB Sittings, 18%. 



ABBHiYiAnoRS.— P. Piobate— B. Bissolation of Marriage-^.S. Judidtd Separation— N. Nullity— L Issue— 

B.O.B. Bestitation of Ooigiigal Bights— A. Act on Petition. 

When preceded by "H." suit brought by Husband, and *'W." suit brought by Wife. 



16 W.D. 

17 WJ.8. 

18 H.D. 

19 H.D. 
id RD. 
21 H.D. 
23 SLB. 

23 H.D. 

24 H.D. 

25 H.D. 

26 H.D. 



NAMB OF CAUSE. 



COMMON JURIES. 



CuBniBgham v. Gnnniiighaixk . 

Cox V. Cox .... 

Ck)ntt8 V. Gootta ft Eelley 

Bioh V. Bioh ft DaTidaon 

Arbathnot v. Arbuthnot ft Bowland 

Mobs v. Moss ft Jenkins 

Ixmg «. Long ft Billington • 

Bale V, Bale ft 0*Gorman • 

Barnes v, Barnes ft Pimm 

Simpson v. Simpson ft Chamberlain 

OattoD r. Oatton ft Waring one. Moniesoa 



SOLICITORS. 



Phlntlirs. 



DefeadantlB. 



Bidsdale ft Son . 

F. L. Keays . . 
Dix ft Warloir • 
Osbomft Osborn. 
Francis Greenep. 
Wetherfleld ft Co. 
Wetherfleld ft Co. 
J. A. Parkes . . 

G. 0. Lea . . . 
Boll ft Ball . . 
Spenoer, Cridlond 

Co. 



' Torr ft Co. 

Raises ft Co. 
I Wontner ft Sons. 

Gibbe, White ft Ca 
, E. Hughes . . , 



W. H. Aimstrong. 
May, Bikes ft Co. 
Tremellins. 
C. M. Trevor . • 



Oo-BaspoBdent^.. 



Sidney. 



Paddison ft Co. 



COUNTY COURTS ACT, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict, 
c. 43, s. 163). 



OBDEB OF THE I^SOBETABY OF STATE, DATEt) 
OCTOBBK 26, 1896, DIRECTING TO WHAT PBISONS 
OOMMnSTALS BY COUNTY COUBT JUDGES MAY 
BE MARK 

In pnnnanoe of the power vested in me by the County Courts Act, 
18S8, I heteby older that the place of impriifonment for prisoners 
oommitted aiwer for contempt, or in pursuance of the Debtors Act, 
1869, by the Judge of any of the Courts named in the first column of 
the sDDjoined s<£ednl6, shall be the prison specified opposite to the 
oaoM of the Court in the second column of the schedule, and so much 
oCthe order of tbe^Seoietary. of State of the 13th December, 1889, as 
lelates to these Courts is hereby reyoked. 

M. W. BiDLEY, 

One of Her Majesty's Principal 



Offioe, Whitehall 
October, 1896. 



Secretaries of State. 



Name of County Court. 



Ampthill 



Name of Prison to which Prisoners from 
such Court aire to be committed. 



Luton 
Bedford. 



Biggleswade 



TBedford (for males). 
\St. Albans (for females). 

{Bedford (for males). 
Si. Albans (for females). 
(Bedford (for males). 
(Northampton (for females). 
I Bedford (for miiles). 
\Cambridge (for females). 



THE COUNTY COURT RULES (DECEMEER), 
1896. 



[ireiNorandttm. — The annexed Bales are adapted from those 
recently passed for the High Court.] 

These Bules may be dted as the County Ckmrt Bules, December, 
1896, or each Bule may be cited as if it had been one of the County 
Court Bules, 1889, and had been numbered therein by the number of 
the Order and Bule placed in the margin opposite each of these 
Bules. 

An Order and Bule referred to by number in these Bules shall 
mean tibie Order and Bule so numbered in the County Comi Bules, 
1889. 

These Bules shall be read and construed as if they were contained 
in the County Court Bules, 1889. 

Where any Bule hereby annulled is referred to in any of the 
County Court Bules, 1889, or in any subsequent County Court Bules, 
the reference to such Bule shall be construed as reiferring to the 
Bule hereby prescribed to be used in lieu thereof. 

Order III., Parties, 

Older UI., Bule 1, is hereby annulled, and the following Bule shall 
stand in lieu thereof : 

1. [Ordeb UI., Bulb la. PenoTis may be Joined as plaintifs who 
daim rdief joinUg^ severaUy, or in the aUemative in respeet of the same 
transactiont where common question of law or fact arises. [Cii^. R,8,C, 
Order XVL, Rule 1, Oct., 1896.]]— All persons may be joined in one 
action as plaintifis in whom any right to relief in respect of or arising 
out of the same transaction or series of transactions is alleged to exist, 
whether jointly, seyerally, or in the altematiye, where if such persons 
brought separate actions any common question of law or fact would 
arise : Provided that if upon the application of any defendant it shall 
appear that such joinder may embarrass or delay the trial, the Judge 
may order separate trials, or make such other order as maj be ex- 
pedient. And judgment may be giyen for such one or more of Ihe 
plaintiffs as may be found to bo entitled to relief, for such relief as he 
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or thoy may be entitled to, without any amondment. But the defen- 
dant, thoQgh unsnccesBful, shall be entitled to any extra coets 
occasioned by bo joining any person who shall not be found entitled to 
relief, unless the Court in disposing of the costs shall otherwise direct. 

Order XXVIL, Interpleader, 

2. [Obdeb XXVII., Rule lb. Potoer to mahe order protecting high 
bailiff from action by claimant^ where execution creditor admits claim 
be/ore interpleadfir Bummons i$ issued. Conf. R.8,C.f Order LVIL, 
Bute 16a. iMay, 1896.]] — ^Where the execution creditor gives notice 
in due time to the high bailiff, as directed by Rule 1 of this Order, 
that he admits the title of the claimant to Uie goods or chattels, the 
high bailiff may thereupon withdraw from possession, and may apply 
for an order protecting nim from any action in respect of the seizure 
and possession of the- said goods and chattels, and the Judge may 
make any such order as may be just and reasonable in respect of the 
same. Any such application shall be made in writing, and intituled 
in the matter of the execution, and three clear days' notice in writing 
thereof shall be given by the high bailiff to the claimant, who may, 
if he desires it, attend the hearing of the application, and if he attend 
the Judge may, in and for the purposes of such application, make all 
such oroers as to costs as may be just and reasooable. 

3. ^Amendment of Order XXVIL, Bule 2.]-^The words <<Rule 1 
of this Order " shall be substituted for the words '* the last preceding 
Rule " in Order XXVIL, Rule 2. 

We, Alfred Martineau, Henry J. Stonor, Riohard Harington, 
William L. Selfe, and William Cecil Smvly, being Judges of County 
Courts, appointed to frame Rules and Orders for regulating tho 
practice of the Courts and forms of proceedingp tberoin, having, by 
virtue of the powers vested in us in this behalf, framed the foregoing 
Rules and Orders, do hereby certify the same under our hands and 
submit them to the Lord Chancellor accordingly. 

A. Mabtotbau. 
Hbnby J. Stonob. 
RiohAbd Habikgton. 
Wm. L. Selfb. 
W.O.Smtlt. 

Approved 

(Signed) HAiAniBT, C. 

RUBBBLL or KiLLOWBN, OJ. 

F. H. Jeune, p. 
A. L. Smith, L.J. 
Joseph W. CHrrrT, J. 
Abthub Chables, /. 
Hebbebt H. Cokens-Habdt. 
Joseph Addison. 

I allow these Rules, v^hich shall come into force on the first day of 
December, 1890. 



The 19th day of November, 189 } 



(Signed) HALS BURY, C. 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
GHANOERT DIVISION. 



TBANSFES OF ACTION. 



ORDER OF COURT. 

Thursday, the 19th day of Xovembei', 1896. 

I, HABDnrax Staetlst, Babon Halsbubt^ Lord High Chan- 
cellor of Gieat Britain. Do hereby Order that the Action 
mentioned in the Schedule hereto shall be transferred to the 
Hononrable Mr. Justice Yauohah Williams. 



80HJSDULE. 

Mr. Justice North a896— N.— Na 1233). 

In re The Narborough and Enderby Granite Quarries Oompaiiy, 

Limited. 
Alexander Grant Meek v. The Narborough and Enderby Granite 

Quarries Company, Limited. 

HAL8BUBT. a 



INCOEPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 



FINAL EXAMINATION. 



THE FOLLOWING CANDIDATES (WHOSE NAMES ARE IN 
ALPHABETICAL ORDER) WERE S UCCES SFUL AT THE 
FINAL EXAMINATION HELD ON THE 8u> asd tai or 
NOVEMBER, 1896:— 



Frank Henry Aarons . 

Percy Sutton Aldridge 

William Stobo Andrew . 

St George A^be . 

Arthur Shirley Al^ins . 

George Jam^B Murray Atkins 

Franci9 Ed?raid Balleine, BA. 

James .Barnes 

Launoelot Brabant Bate 

Reginald Truscott Baxter, B.A, 

Alfred Beeslj 

Herbert John Berry 

John George Quiddington Besch 

William Bindk)68, M.A 

Charles Blackford 

Reginald John Boyoe 

Charles Alfred Bradbury 

Wmiam James Bradley 

Etsu Edwin Brook 

George Fowler Carrington Brown 

Aliok James Sewell Button 

Edward B^gott 

William Castle 

Arthur Farquhar Chilver, BA. 

Henry Wordsworth Clemesha, 
lf.il. 

William Edgar Clogg 

Charles Harold Ckwe 

Harry Neild Collis, B.A., LL.B. 

William Shrubsole CopUnd 

Leonard Cotman, B.A. 

Thomas Allard Cox 

James Fox Crabtree, B.A. 

Charles William Crewe 

Richard Daunoey 

Robert Dayies (Dolwyddelan) 

Robert Dayies ^Damaryon) 

Maurice John Dawaon 

Robert Horace William Dobell 

Edwin Dodshon, LL.B. 

Bernard Withers Dowson 

Cecil Lancelot Drew 

William George Earengey 

Thomas Eastham 

Martin George Edwards 

Charles Ekin,B.i4. 

William Pritohard Elias, B.A. 

James Edward Mainwaring Far- 
quhar, BA. 

Arthur Strickland Fit Id, B.A. 

Herbert Francis 

Harrv Rcss Giles 



George Stanley Godfree 
Walter Palmer Godwin, BA. 
Handd Hunter Giotrian, B^ 
Heywood George HadfleM, BA^ 

LL.B. 
Hubert Haigh 
James Hall-Smith 
Howard Meredith Haidy 
Andrew Armstrong Haifoid 
Herbert Hargrore 
Arthur Glaiide Havvn, BAl 
Thomas Gerald HaTen 
Robert Heaton 
Herbert GsBnington Heplon 
Herbert Hiok 
Herbert Woodiaffe Hill 
Edward Laagdale Hilleary, BA. 
James William Hiid 
Charles Stork Hbldswortb 
HaivyHbIt 
Roaald Law Holt 
Thomas Holtby 
Te^mifTyl Huntsman 
Francis Garmston Hyde 
John Beidnald Jacob 
HaiQld Vivian Joms 
John Brans Jones 
Geoffrey Parker Langwutthy 
Reginald GMfge Layion 
John Bosohetti Leadlsy-Bfovn, 

BA. 
Edward Ralph Le Fleming 
Roland Howell Ley, BA. 
Austin Aloysios Llokarish 
George Livsey, LL.B. 
James William Lodge 
Samuel Lnoes 
FkedMarlor 

John Reginald Marriott. B.A 
William Henry Mills Mataden 
Robert John Martines-D«iiaon 
Frederick John Mathews 
Guy Matthews 
Jeffeiy Bowden Maye 
Thomas MellSr ' 
George Henry Mennell 
Reginald Metoalfe 
James Henry Milner 
John Pet^ MitoheU 
Riohard Moraoe Moon 
Percy Mo^dle 
Christopher Haigh Morris, BA. 
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S jdney Braoo MonxBon 

William James Moss 

Hany George Miimfoid 

Haratk) WiDiam Kelson, B.i. 

Walter NewaU 

Arthur Gates 

JdhB dement Parker, B.A, 

Bamlyn Horwood Perham 

Wimam irArcy Peakett 

Barry Pfahl 

Monta^ Piesse 

FMerick Heath Piyce 

William Edward Pryce 

WiUettBam 

Herbert Antome Heaslop Bamsay 

William AugnatoB Cassin Baper 

Henry lister Beede 

Arthur Edward Boberts 

Charles Bobinson 

Gement Oawlcy Bobinson 

J<^ Henry Bobinson 

Roger Hayes Bobinson, B,A. 

Rowland Henry Bodway 

Wflliam Hagh Bose 

Robert Stanley Bnssdl 

Inao Harold Salt 

Thomaa Foebrooke Salt, BA. 

Frank Jnlios Sohroeter 

Edward Bagehot Schwann 

Ftoy Bmoe flearl 

Arthur Frank Sherman 



Frederiok Bnrbage Shearman 

Christopher Wesley Shimeld 

Franois Joseph Simpson 

Alfred Henry Singleton 

Harry Swayne Smith 

Percy Hazell Smith 

Frank Herron Stevens 
; Arthnr Jacob Stnrton 
I Geoige Frederio Tanner 
, Frederiok (George Taylor 

Peregrine Thomas 

Arthur Thome 

Franois Joseph Tolhurat 

Herbert Edward Trangmar 
i Hugh John Vinall 

WiUiam Mercer Wade, B.J., 
LL,B. 

Wei on Wah, B.A. 

Peroy George Waller 

Sidney Waflbead 

Arnold Brunsdon Walmsley 

Herbert George Warren 

Francis Joseph. Weld 
I WiUiam Leonard Westcott 

George WhiUington 
i Claud Wilkioson 

Edward Taunton Williams 

Bichard GUbert Williams 

Francis Cecil John Wood 

Edward Young, BA. 



INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION, 



Addington Adam 
Charles Boyle Allen 
Joim Manley Ansell 
Charies Douglas Waid Archer 
Qiarles Guy Armstrongt 

James Greaves Back- 



ArtimrBalmer 
John Henry Barker 
Philip Wellesley Babter 
BiohardBate 
BobertBath 
Tom George Bell 
Charles Henry Benjamin Blake 
Arthnr Edward Bonsall 
Herbert Boooock 
George Herbert Boucher 
James Binoewell 
Henry Bell Bradish 
Herbert William Brown, B A, 
Chrles John Bryden 
Bieihard William Bugler 
Frmncis Keel Butler 
Henry Pendril Jones Charles 
Alfred James Clelland 
Htemry James Cobbeit 
Ebeneaser Vincent Colo 
flaaford Darley Cole 
Sdward Ernest Collier 
Alfred Creerar 
Algernon Crook 
Ambrose Betham Cross 
Henty Barley Crozier 
TlM>Bia8 Ely Orycr 



THE FOLLOWING CANDIDATES (WHOSE NAMES ABE IN 
ALPHABETICAL OBDBB) WEBB SUCCESSFUL AT THE 
MTEBMEDLATE EXAMINATION HELD ON THE 5th 
NOVEMBEB, 1896:— 



David Davis 

Frank Dawes 

Vincent Harailion Didnon 

Ernest Thomas. Dixon 

Pierre Francois Joseph Dnfau 
Dort^ 

Harry Dution 

Cbarles Eastwood 

William Bichard Edwards 
■ Ernest Haugbton Badclyffe Ellis, 
I BA. 

, Frederiok Entwistle 
I James Fairfield 

Bobert Ferguson 
I Alfred Sellwood Fisher, BA, 
\ Henry James Fisher 
I Walter James Forbes 

Francis Walter Ford 
I George Edward Foster 

Wallace Eraser 

Hubert James Ghimlin 

William Seville George 

Henry Hamilton Gepp 

Nicholas Melvill Gepp 

Arthur GofKey 

William Fairchild Greis 

Ernest Hansoombe Grellet 

Godfrey de Qorrequer Griffith 
' Bhys David Griffiths 
; Charles Sydney Grundy 
. Floranoe Montefiore Gucdalla 

Frederiok Ernest Hall 
I John Hall, BA. 
' Godfrey Uienis Harrison 



Ernest Gillmore Harvey 
Bichard Evelyn Bethell Haydon 
Francis Austin Langton Hodg- 

kinson 
George Edgar Hodgson, BA. 
John Peroival Hpeo 
John Hunt 
Bobert Ingram 
Walter Francis Jackson 
Herbert Jef!H(s 
John Colenso Jones 
Charles Keeling 
William Jc^n Kent 
John Henry Henshaw Kidgell 
William Byatt King 
WiUiam Henry Kingswell 
Harold Kirkconnel 
Arthur Kitohing 
Moreton Laing Knight 
John Lamb 

Francis Palmer Landon 
Begioald James Laughton 
Arthur Philip. Lauady 
Arthur Lees 
Charles David Lewis 
Beginald Benjamin Simmons 

Lewis 
Frederic Linton 
Beginald Arthur Loeeby 
Douglas George Lowe 
Sidney Lowenthal, B.A. 
Alfred Victor Mabane 
Francis George Edward HcBajrne 
William Alexander McMillin 
Edward Ashbomer Manisty, B.A, 
Charles Beale Marston 
Frederic Milward Marston 
Guy Wilbar Mason 
John Bichard Mason 
George Palin Mather 
Frederick Baker Langley Maun- 

seU 
Louis Meoden 
Thomas MUlward 
Arthur Harry Moore, B^A, 
John Moore 

Walter Edmund Irvine Mourilvan 
Frank Beddoes Nash 
Leonard Bupert Nash 
Charles Goodall Neale 
Sydney Christian Theodore Neu- 



Harold Newton 
William Norris 
George Ernest Nuttall 
Norman Oldfield 
William Henry Ord 
Charles Ernest Peace 
Thomas Edward Pearson 
Noshirwan Peerozshaw 



Charles Hubert Pemberton 
Bichard Herbert Penley, B.A, 
Harry Burt Piper 
Bobert Frederick Piper 
William Montagu Pleadwell 
John Copestake Porter 
Henry Purser 
Wallace Bead 
Leonard Henry Bevis 
Frank Bisdon 
Edwin Fleming Bobertson 
William Woodward Bobertcon, 

BA. 
John Henry Woodford Bobinson 
John James Bobinson, B.A. 
Frederiok Alfred Bolt 
Albert Lincoln Bushworth 
Geoffrey William Bussell 
Frederio Bump 
Wilfrid Vincent Sankey 
Griffith Saunders 
Perc^ Saunders 
William John Shipton 
Charles Copley Singleton 
Clitherow Smith 
Herbert George Smith 
James Bobert Smith 
Peroy James Smith 
Harry Stephenson 
John Penn Stone 
John Horace Stott 
James William Sugden 
Walter Franois Sntoliffe 
John James Sutherland 
Francis Sutton 
Henry Comer Teek, B.A. 
Henry Doudney Thompson 
Arthnr Bamsay Thomson, B.A. 
Henry Gilbert Alexander Thorn 
Henry Langton Thomhill 
WUliam Tudor Sayoe Thorp 
Henry Thorpe 
John Michael Tubker 
William Triggs Stevenson Turner 
Thomas Alfred Turton 
Archer Mowbray Upton, B.A. 
Henry Hayes Vowles 
George Albert Waller 
Bichard Ernest Warburton 
CecU WeUesley Wardj 
Charles Bailey Watson 
Beginald Eric Watson 
Hallifax Vyvyan Wells 
Alfred Edward Whiskin 
Joseph Parton Whittingham 
Charles Frederick Whittuck 
Frederick George Williams 
WUliam Gravely Woolston Willis 
Jose^ Charles Wilson 
Joseph Croydon Winser 



Law Sogiett's Hall» Chancebt Lakk. 
20(& Niycemhet, 1896. 



By Order of the CouncU, 

E. W. WlLUAMBOir, 

Bwt$Usfjf% 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIP DISSOLVED. 



Frederick WUliam Grace Moran and Franois Gordon Knowles 
(Moran & Knowles), Solioitors, Gloesop and Hadfield, Derby, by 
mutual consent as from Nov. 10, the said F. W. G. Moran having 
withdrawn from the firm. 
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BOTA OF BEQISTBABS IN ATTENDAKOE IN THE ENSDINa ^fTEEK. 
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V l^C^rMmot Y<aMhim wiU cmmme§ on Ikmniag, the Utk daf 0/ Jgewter, 18M, oimI ItmiiMli on ITedneMlay, tiUeadof ^/onuanr. IMY, tea 4i^ Indvftfw 



Now ready. Demy Svo., eloth, 1140 pages, 82s. 6d. ; Cash, 26s. (postage M.). 

THOMSON'S PRINCIPLES OF EQUITY, 



AND 



EQUITY PRACTICE OF THE COUNTY COURT: 

FOR THEME OF PRACTITIOHERS IN THE CHANCERY OmSION OF THE HIGH COURT AND IN THE COUNTY COURT. 
Wm. FuoDnn or PABnouLABi or Glum, HEwmtawB, NonoH of Momnr, Awwn>A.rm, ivtaaan, Obsbo, in. 



By ANDREW THOMSON, Esq., B.A., LL.D., 

Barrister-mt-Law; formerly Lecturer and Reader on Equity to the Incorporated Law Society; 

Professor of Equity to the Inns of Court. 
< A monninflBt of leunlng m irill as of ! 



and afterwards 



"Tlw Aufhor li maatar of hia aal^fect. Ha glv« tha dIAeiilt Filodplai of Equity moafc daarly aadwoQi Indaad, «n Fktociplai oT Xqnlty, wa balJava tfaaA tha iniric la 
aaeond to noDa."— low iVMat. 

Loiroog: WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Limited, Law PuBLismmB, 27, FLEET STREET, RO. 

MAY'S PARL IAMENTARY PRACTICE. 

TmA Ediliom. Bogal Svo.. doth, 46$. Ha^-cal/, 60$. 

A TREATISE ON THE LAW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARLIAMENT. 

BY SIB THOMAS EBSKINB MAY, K.03., D.O.L., 

CUrk al Out Uwm f^ Oommom, anA Bemekm ^ tiU UidiU TaMpla. 
TENTH EDITION. 
BOOKS L and IL Edited by Sir BravAU) F. D. Palqbayb, K.C.B., Clerk of the House of Commons. 

BOOS III. Edited by Alfrkd Bohham-Cabtkb, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Banister4ii-Law, a Member of the Court 
of Beferees of Frivate Bills (House of Commons). 

Lovdom: WILLIAM CLOWES ft SONS, Lnimo, Law Publishmis, 87, Flrt Sranr, E.a 



Fourth Xdltlon, with Portrait. Grown Svo, oloth. 7b. ed. 

THE BISTORT OF THE ENGLISH PARLIAMENT: 

Its Qrowth and Development through a Thousand Years (800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Author of «« The Hlstoiy of the EngliAOonstiiation.'' 

Trmuiaied fty Professor A. H. KEANE, BJL, FJt.GJ^ 

Lordoh: WILLIAM CLOWES ft SONS, LnoTBD, Law Publishxbs, 27, Fliit Snunr, E.a 
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Seventh Edition, Boyal Svo., cloth, S8s. 

ROBSON'S BANKRUPTCY. 

Oontaming a full exposition of the Principles and Practice of the Law, including the Law under the Bankmptcj 
Acts, 1883 and 1890 ; the Bankruptcy (Discha^ and Closure) Act, 1887 ; the Debtors Act, 1869 ; the Bills of Sale 
Acts, 1878 and 1882 ; Section 10 ci the Judicature Act, 1875 ; also the Law relating to Private Arrangements with 
GroUtors, and the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887. With an Appendix comprising the Statutes, Bulea^ Orders and 
Forms, including Forms of Statutory Compositions and Schemes, io. 

GEORGE YOUNG ROBSON, Esq, 

Banister-at-Law. 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 

'In spite of mals, Babmfif$ Lam amd FrmHM 4m Bambt wp i w a n exoelle&t treatise, we always tbonght— maintains its pooition in le^al 
lilnatare. It has sow entered its ief«nth edition. The stzth edition was pnblishod before the Aot of 1887, and oonflequentlj that Act and 
flie Aet of 1890 haTe had to be dealt with. The chapter on Billi of Sale is now put at the end of the tnlnme. Beyond this then 
lie no ohangea. The Jndielal deeisioas of nceat yeais aie dnlj noted, and Bobson on Baakntptej nsMins an eflloisnt and np-to-dats 
tnt-book.'*— Xm Timm. 



This standard work on baokmptoj has leaohed anoQier editioB, &e author wisel j oonsl 
and the iasne of the new niles» a new editkm was desixable. We 



MMi xeentl J deoided 

keeiAig his work well np to date. 

it' aad as kng as the author panmes the wise ooozse of 



; that in canseqiienee of the many imnortsat 
at the learned anthor on the wisdom of 



Of this edition we mar fairly eay, as of otheis, no piaetttioner with bankniptoy work shoold be without 
isBouig fnsh editions well up to date^ we ahaU be aUe to aoooid fdtore editions tbs 



Umwm: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Lmrm), Law Pububhibs, 27, Fleet Stbbet, E.G. 

Second Edition, thorousrhly revisedL Demy Svo., 2 YoISm eloth, 88s. 
Cash Priee, 808. (Postage, Is.) 

BBETT'S COMMENTARIES 
PRESENT LAWS OF ENGLAND. 

By THOMAS BRETT, 

Of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law; LL.B. London University; B.A., late Scholar and Student of Trinity College, 

Dublin ; Exhibitioner in Real Prcmerty and Equity ; Holder of the First Certificate of Honour, Michaelmas, 1869 ; 

Joint Author of Clerke and Brett's Conveyancing Acts ; Author of Brett's Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and of 

Leading Cases in Modem Equity; and late Lecturer in Equity to the Incorporated Law Society. 

V ^Elie main idea of this book is to faring into qiecial proninenoo the present sad living law, sad only to deal with past law, or that 
vhich is piaotically obiolete, lo for as it is neeesMiy to enable tne reader to unoentend the present 

OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 



** We aie glad to cfaserre in the present edition the marks of oareftil 
lefieian. ... It is a oomprehenriTo outline of existing English law, 
outrined in a rnvTeUodsly small compaes, well arranged and so 
emfariTed, bv the i .eertion of iUustratiye oases aad extracte, as to be 
istarestmg, insteai of repnlriTe, to the student On some subjeots a 
liit of leading reoent oases is added, the eifeot of them being shortly 
■tated. The account of the Settled Land Acts, at pp. 145-156, may 
lie oommended as a very good pieoe of exposition. The index has 
bwn 'a xored, and a word must be said as to the attraotive type and 
MDTenient sise of the jolxaneB.''—8oUoitorif J<mmaL 

"Tlie socoeas which we predicted for this book on its first appear- 
snoe, only a year ago^ aeems to be now fully sssured, for we already 



have before us a second edition. . . . Iffr. Brett is singalArly 
fortonate In being odUed upon io soon to bring out a new edition, 
because he has thos been sfforded an opportuni^ of aTsiUng himself 
of tiie suggestions of his friends and the oritloism of his reviewers by 
correcting the enon whioh were ineyitable in a first edition, and also 
of inoorporating the numerons Acts whioh haye, sinoe the publioatioa 
of his flint edition, been placed upon the statute-book by an exceedingly 
actiTO Legislature." — Law Journal, 

**The compilation has been done with care, and the new edition is 
up to date, and is altered to include the legislation of last session." — 
LawNctei, 



London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Publishers, 27, Fleet Street, E.G. 
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A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Cttviag a G«nexal Bnmmajy of iha A«t and * ooploas and VMfal Indaz, both to tha Seotioni of the Aofc and the diflienBi hnadipgn 
of iha aynopdi* irith iha Fanns luad and iiutniotiona aa to tha Doty. To whkh is alao added the Finanoe Aet^ 189i, and a Hat of tSa 
Foniii viied in the payment of the Death Dntiei. 

By E. HARRIS 

(Of fke Lega^ IhOif Offie% Samenti Homnljf 
AVTBom car the ^^tibli qv tbb noun nura vunmt" **▲ nonr nmnx,* ro^ na 

••WmteimiidiiMftaliBntflcriiigttelntikMtecftteBMfl^ I "ATwyig?icMbl>ciMMMi^tothawwfc<wdii^ynfat»«M>» aMBwlt Act<l 

y Pi fii a ■padaHmlraetiDMMtot^aeirdtttj.''— Jagf rri i yr p j t. |~" 



LoHDov: WILLIAM OLOWBS A SONS, LnusBH Iulw Pumraini, 27/ Vunr Bnnf, B.O. 

Joflt pablUhed. Foorth Edition, Beyind, demj 8to., oloth, SOa 

MOORE'S PMCnOAL FORMS OF AGREEMENTS 

Belntiiig.to Snles and PonduMM* Mortgngeii and Beoorita, ISiifiraaohiiementii nnd Thohmgen, BniUing and 
Arbitrationi^ Lettiii^ and Bentiiig, Hirihg ana Sendoa, Dabton and Oredkan^ and nnmeioiia ijAhat 



Bobjeots : with a yanetv of naefoT Notes. By H. MoOBi, Esq., Author of «« A Handbook of F^raotioal 
Porma," " Abatraota of Title/' *o. 

FOUBTH EDITION. THOBOUGHLT BETISJSD. 



OF THE IMMER TEMPLE, ESQ., BARRISTERAT'LAW. 
LoBdm: WILLIAM CLOWBS A BONfl, Liinitod. Uar PoUialian. 27, Fleet S«re^ KO. 



So^ llaiOi, elsttw Ue> < 

THE LONDON BUILDING AGT. 1894. 



fl aa ipiicmdlT nwitahfnff aiaiTi ^^^^M^e %ffa«*— f ^4HM*ff ^ ^^"f ^m"* p^*«») am^ mi) i 
within thaAdministiatifaOoimtT of London; also the ByeSjawi, Begulatian and Oidan of ttia 
OoontT Ooonoa and of tha CknnuMloun of Seweia of the Oitj of London. 



With Hotea and Onm 1 

itin aifeet bnildiag cpeiationa 1 

London Oonnty Ooonoa and of tha OoanuMlcun of Seweia of the Oitj of London. 

By W. BTTSSBIiL GBIFSTTHB« IiIi.B.9 

AMD 

FBAN0I8 W. VmCBBB, M.A., 

(y XiiMoAi't' /fia, DrafUmm of the B9 d$ oHgknaUy iMbnkhictd itOo ik$ JEfimat ^ O pat we wa 



••A vn]r OHnnltle tt 



tad Bwftd kiadUook Id tte Md^Ml «f MVUnf la 



IteMlM an aNd,«Ml Om wtelt vorti vffl be cf nMl aw to Itwywi 
oAlktkaBi te aadtMnA tto bafldk« tow te L0n£iv''-^£«i9 /Miniat. 



Ite adnon bare p »tow m l thdr toA to ta wtoilwlito ww, aad h*^ 



wiMt wffl pnbal^r b« Iht itonitonl w«k 



iBatelnbtowi^,« 
MM9wa«aflto 



Lonxm: WILUAX CLOWES A SONS, LrniniH Law FnUiahen, 27, Fleet Strael. KC. 



Mow ready. Crown Sro., eloth, 8s. 6d. net 

THE POLITICAL LAWS OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 

WITH AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE CONSTITUTION OF THE ORANGE FREE STATE. 

TraiiBlated by W. A. HAOFADYBN, B.A., LL3m t 

Laie Scholar of Brmtnom College^ Oxford; Advocate qf the Svpreme Oourt, Oofc OoUmy^ and qf <^ Elgh Oowri^ 

Bowth Jfrioan BqmbHo. 

LosJKm: WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, LnaraD, Law Publibhbrs, 27, FLEET STREET, E.O. 
J. C. JUTA ft CO., CAPE TOWN, POET ELIZABETH, AND JOHANNBSBUBG. 
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COUKT or APPEAL A2n) mGH OOUET OF JUSHOE— OHANCEBY DIVISION. 



MICBAELMA8 BITTINQB, 1896. 









BOTA OF BEQISTBABS IN ATTENDANOE IN THE ENSUING WEEK. 
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WW XM^^^^Myi CMv S4pw vHly ^^ X^w^W©^»ip A^VWy MotO V^T^^VNvvV VH f» wBW»Wiwjpf vMff ^•W «Hiy ^f vttMWOryy *^Wf WvM Wtt^M lM^VIvsWV» 



HIGH COTJET OF JUSTICE. 
OHANOEBT DIVISION. 



TRANSFER OF ACTION. 



OBDEB OF OOUBT. 



Tuetday, the 24ih day of November, 1896. 

I, Habdihoi &CAjsfLMT, Baboh Halsbubt^ Lord High Ohan- 
odlor of Great Britain, Do hereby Order that the Action 
mentioned in the Schedule hereto shall be transferred to the 
Honoaiable Mr. Jnstice Yauohah Williaxs. 

SOHEDULE. 

Mr. Justice Kbkbwich (1896— V.— No. 669). 

I In ze The Yiotoria Steamboats, Limited. 
Veie Herbert Smith v. Bobert Daniel Wilkinson and The Yiotoria 
Steamboats, Limited. 

HALSBUBT, O. 



COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 



The Conncil have made the following appointments : — 

AisistarU Reader in Roman LaWf JnrUprudeneej and Intemaiiondl 
Lata — 

S. H. Leonard, Esq. 

MemJber of the Oenerdl Board of Examiners^ 
B. FossETT Look, Esq. 



UNIVERSITY COLLEGE, LONDON. 



QUAIN LAW LECTUBES. 

The Professor (Mr. Augustine Bibbell, M.P., Q.C.) will deliyer 
bis Intzodnctory Lectnre in the Old Hall, Lincoln's Inn (by kind 
pennission of the Benchers), on Monday, Decembar 7th, at 4 . 30 p.m. 



APPOINTMENTS. 



George Wirgman Hemming, Esq., Q.O., has been elected Treasurer 
of the Hon. Society of Lincoln's Ion for the ensoing year, in sue- 
cession to Edward Henry Fember, Esq., Q.G. 

Philip Ghasemore Gates, Esq., Q.O., has been elected Treasorer of 
the Hon. Society of the Inner Temple for the ensuing year, in suc- 
cession to Samuel Danks Waddy, Esq., Q.G. 

John Patrick Murphy, Esq., Q.G., has been elected Treasurer of the 
Hon. Society of the Middle Temple for the ensoing year, in succes- 
sion to Oharles Henry Hopwood, Esq., Q.G. 

Not. 23. The Queen has been pleased by seyeral Letters Patent 
under the Great Seal to appoint — 

William Bobert McGonnell, Esq., of the Inner Temple ; 
Henry Bargrave Deane, Esq., of the Inner Temple ; 
Bichard Holmden Amphlett, Esq., of Lincoln's Inn ; 
Llewellyn Archer Atherley-Jones, Esq., M.P., of the 

Temple ; 
John Strachan, Esq., of the Middle Temple ; 
Oharles Alfred Bossell, Esq., of Gray's Inn ; 
Lawrence Golyile Jackson, Esq., of Lincoln's Inn ; 
Hugh Fenwiok Boyd, Esq., of the Inner Temple ; 

to be^ respectiYcly, of Her Majesty's Gounsel learned in the law. 



Inner 



PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 



Bernard ElUs and Herbert G. Phillips (Bernard Ellis & Phillips), 
SolicitoiB, Hastings, Sussex, by mutual consent as from Not. 6. 

Walter Thompson and Bussell Drapes Ardagh (Thompson & 
Ardagh), Solicitors, 12, Pancras Lane, by mutnal consent as from 
Sept 29. 

^ 3iD 2 
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Royal Svo., do^t ^*> 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giving a (General Summary of the Act and a copious and nsefnl Index, both to the Sections of the Act and the different heading! 
of the synopsis, with the Forms used and instmctions as to the Daty. To which is also added the Finance Act, 189i, and a list of the 
Fonns used in the payment of the Death Duties, 

By R HARRIS 

(Of the Legacy Duty Office^ Somerset Houae)^ 

AUTHOB or TBI "TABLE OV THB BNGLISH DEATH DUnXS," "A BHOBT INDBZ," BTO., BTa 

'< Will b« fe«md nMfU In mMtering the Intrtcades of the measaK.*— IVtftCiL I <' A vwj servioMble oomiMailaii to thoee whose duty It Is to master a dUBcolt Act of 

*' Pneents . • •'. epedja InetractloDi es to the oew duty."— Iteay Tdegrafk. \ ParUement.''— Xa«o Joumtd, 

Lohdoh: WILLIAM OLOWBS A SONS, Lhotid, Law Publibhsbb, 27, Flut STRmer, E.C/ 
Jost published. Fourth Edition, Beviaed, demy 8to., cloth, 20a 

MOORE'S PRACTICAL FORMS OF AGREEMENTS 

Belatmg to Sales and Purohases, Mortgages and Deposits, Enfranohisements and Exchanges, Building and 
Arbitrations, Letting and Renting, Hiring and Servioe, Debtors and Creditors, and nnmeioiis otiier 
subjeots : with a variety of Useful Notes. By H. Mooub, Esq., Author of ** A Handbook of Fractioal 
Forms," "Abstracts of Title," Ac. 

FOUBTH EDITION. THOROUGHLY BEYISED. 

By HSRBERrr PSRCIViSLI^ 

OF THE INNER TEMPLE, ESQ., BARRISTER-AT-LAW. 
London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Publishers, 27, Fleet Street, E.O. 

Boyal ISmo^ oloth, ISs. Od. 

THE LONDON BUILDING ACT, 1894. 

With Notes and Gross Beferences and an Appendix containing snoh existing Statutes ^eluding the Public Health (London) Act, 1891) as 
•till aflGsct building operations within the Administiatiye County of London ; also the Bye-Laws, Begulations and Oiden of ih<t 
■ London County Council and of the Commissioners of Sewers of the dij of Londoa. 

By W. BUSSBLL GBIFFITHS, LL.B., 

Of the Ifm§r Tmpl»t -Siditof 0/ ** Thi matiUu BegulaUng London Bmidkfg^*' 

AVD 

F&ANOIS W. FEMBEB, M.A., 

Of Linooh'i /fM, DrafUmam of th§ BUi at origmally wUroduoed into the Sonoe 0/ Oommom, 



bndDen oslkthesiionMlintend thebolldliv Uw for LoDdba."— iMf /oMrfMU. 



"A Tcry complete ud naaftil handbook to tte nltfeci of hnlldiiig la referaioe to "The edttora hare parfbnMd their taak In an admlnhle _, 

LoiMkn.''-9V BuUdtr. what will probably be the etandaid wock te ■«• jhis ea ths LoBdoa 

'* The notes are flood, and the ivholo work win be of gnat an to Uwyen whose ' " ' ' 
~ ' itomkntandthebQlldlivUwftirLonifan.''— ' 



Lohdoh: WILLIAM CLOWES A SONS, LiMrRD, Law Poblishen, 27, Fleet Street, RO. 



Now ready. Crown 8yo., cloth, 8s. 6(L net 

THE POLITICAL LAWS OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 

WITH AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE CONSTITUTION OF THE ORANGE FREE STATE. 
TraiiBlated by W. A. MAOFADTEN, B.Am LI1.B., 

Laie Scholar cf Braunom College^ Oxford; Advocate </ the Svpreme Oowrt^ Cape OoUmy^ and ^ ike High Cburl, 

SouOi Jfrioa/n Begmbiio. 

LoNDOK: WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, LnanD, Law Publishebs, 27, FLEET STREET, B.O. 
J. 0. JUTA ft CO., CAPE TOWN, PORT ELIZABETH, AND JOHANNESBURG. 
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Now ready. Demy 8to., elotli, 1149 pages, S2s. 6d.; Cash, 26s. (postage 9d.). 

THOMSON'S PRINCIPLES OF EQUITY, 



AND 



EQUITY PRACTICE OF THE COUNTY COURT: 

fOR THE USE OF PRACTITIONERS IN THE CHANCERY DIVISION OF THE HIGH COURT AND IN THE COUNTY COURT. 
With PuoKDnm of Paxtio(ilab8 or CLAm, DxrniaMi, Nonou or Uotion, Awwwi.rm, Jvoaiaim, Obdbbs, Sto. 

By ANDREW THOMSON, Esq., B.A., LL.D., 

Barrister-at-Law ; formerly Lecturer and Reader on Equity to the Incorporated Law Society; and afterwards 

Professor of Equity to the Inns of Court. 
"A BMntim«nt of iMnlng tf w«1I as of liidiiatr7/'-.(;io&e. 

"The Anthor to master of his sublect He glvss the dlfflcnlt Pxlndples of S«tilty nost drntir and well: Indeed, on Prlndpln of Eqaity, we beUere that the iwk is 
HeondtonaDe."— Laioiyottf. '^ ^ ^ ^ ^^ 

LoNPoy: WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Limited, Law Publibhbbs, 27, FLEET STREET, E,0. 

MAY'S PARL IAMENTARY PRACTICE. 

Tenth Edition. Bajfal 8eo., Ooih, 45f. Half-calf, 50f. 

ATREATI8E ON THE LAW, PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS & USAGE OF PARLIAMENT. 

BY SIB THOMAS ERSKINE MAY, KC.B., D.OXm 

Omk of a« IZbMM of Cbmwont, and BtmdiM^ of Oa UidOU Tamjpltf. 
TENTH EDITION. 
BOOKS I. and 11. Edited by Six Begihald F. D. Palgrave, K.G.B., Gerk of the House of Commons. 
BOOK in. Edited by Alfred Bokham-Cabteb, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, a Member of the Court 
of Beferees of Private Bills (House of Commons). 

*«TlM prassot form of the treatise Is Sir Begloald Palgrave's own; it Is a monvment of his labour and of his ikUl, and wHI be as Qieftal to stodo^ts In Uie BrMfh. 
AMrican, and Colonial UniTeralties <u to members of all Tarllaments In the British Empire."— 7%« AthmaewK^ 

LovDOv: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS. LnnTBB, Law Publishebs, 27, Fleet Stbbbt, E.a 



Fourth ZSdltion, with Portrait. Grown Svo., cloth« 7ai Od. 

THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH PARLIAMENT: 

lU Growth and Development through a Thousand Years {800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GN El ST, Author of "The History of the English Oonstitiition.' 

Trandated by Professor A. H. EEANE, B.A., F.B.G.& 
'*EngUah readers will oertaiDlj weloome a history of the English Parliament hy the greatest Uying authority on tiie Oontineiit*'— 

**It oompletea the rast surrey of our English institutions ... to which so great a portion of Dr. Oneist's laborious life has been 



deroted."-- AiOy Nmo$. 



Lohdoh: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Pitblishers, 2 7, Fleet Stremtt, E.a 
CHEAP EDITION. Demy 8va, doth. lOs. 

THE HISTOEY OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Professor of Law in the Uniwrfty of Berlin. 

TranOaied hy PHILIP A A8HW0BTH, o/tte Innar TmpU, JStq^ BarrUteMU^Law. 

''No foreigner has done more than Professor Gneist to examine and make clear the history and nature of the English Constitution. • . . 
He discusses such Tital questions as, Whither are we drifting? How far do recent changes in the franchise accord with the whole spirit of 
the oonstitution ? What is in store for us with democracy supreme? On such questiona as these the opinion of a foreigner who is a sebolur, 
Ixii BO bookworm, and who has sedulously studied our institutions, is certainly much more weighty than that of most Englishmen. ... At 
this time these Tolumes are especially instmctiTe. They ce st light on almost all the great questions of current politics."— 3tiiief. 

*«* Library Edition, 2 vols^, 8vo., 32s* 
LoHDOv: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Publishebs, 27, Fleet Street, E.O. 
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Beventh JSdUion. Boy<a 8vo., tioth, 38s. 

ROBSON'S BANKRUPTCY, 

Oontaixmig a fall 6]q>08itio]i of the Frmeiples and Fradioe of the Law, inolnding the Law mider the Baiikrapt<7 
ActB, 1883 and 1890 ; the Bankruptcy (Diachi^e and Clcwure) Act, 1887 ; the Debtors Act, 1869 ; the Bills of Sale 
Acts, 1878 and 1882 ; Section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875 ; also the Law relating to Private Arrangemflnts with 
Creditors, and the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887. With an Appendix comprising the Statutes, Bul^ Orders and 
Forms, including Forms of Statutory Oompositioiis and Schemes, io. 

GEORGE YOUNG ROBSON, Esq, 

Barrlst«r-at-Iiaw. 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 



^In spite of riyali, Bdbt<m*$ Law amd PraeUee la JRaaXprtiplcy— «n excellent treatise, we always thought— maintains its position in legal 
Uteiataie. It has now entered its sa?entfa edition. The sixth emtion was published before the Act of 1887, and oonseqnently that Aot and 
the Aot of 1890 hare had to be dealt with. The chapter on BiUs of Sale Is now put at the end of the Tolnme. Beyond this theva 
aie no changes. The Jodioial dedsioms of reoeat yean are duly noted, and Bobson on Bankruptcy remains an effident and iq^-to-dats 
text-book."— Xcns Time$, 

*This standard work on baakrapiey has reached another edition, &e author wisely ooDsidering that In consequence of the many imnortaat 
eases recently decided and the Issue of the new rules, a new edition was deehnble. We complunent the learned author on the wisdom of 
keeuing his work well up to date. Of this edition we may faiily say, as of others, no practitioner with bankrupU^ woik should be without 
it; and as long as the author pursues the wise comrse of Issumg fireish editions well up to date, we shall be able to soooid future editions the 
same praise."— Xom NoUb. 

Ii05D0K: WILLIAH OLOWES & SONS, LmmD, Law FububhxbSi 27, Flbet Stbxet, KG. 

Second Edition, thorougrhly revised, Demy Svo., 2 Vols., cloth, 38s. 
Cash Price, 80s. (Postage, Is.) 

BRETT'S COMMENTARIES 

ON THB 

PRESENT LAWS OF ENGLAND. 

By THOMAS BRETT, 

Of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law; LL.B. London University; B.A., late Scholar and Student of Trinity Colles^e, 

Dublin ; Exhibitioner in Real Property and Equity ; Holder of the First Certificate of Honour, Michaelmas, 1869 ; 

Joint Author of Gierke and Brett's Conveyancing Acts; Author of Brett's Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and of 

Leading Cases in Modem Equity; and late Lecturer in Equity to the Incorporated Law Society. 

%* The main idea of this book is to bring into special praminenoe the present and living law, and only to deal with past law, or that 
which is practically obsolete, so fiu as it is necessary to enable the reader to unaeratand the present 

OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 

'^Weareglad to cbeerve in the present edition the marks of eazefol I have before us a second edition. . . . ICr. Brett is nngoltfly 



xevlsion. ... It is a oomprehensiye outline of existing English law, 
contained in a maiTelloinly small oompass, well arrangwi and so 
oontriyed, by the i itertion of illnstrative cases and extraota^ as to be 
interesting, instea I of lepolsiTe^ to the student On some subjects a 
list of IcMlng recent oases is added, the effect of them being shortly 
stated The aooonnt of the Settled Land Acts, at pp. 145-156, may 
be oommended as a very good piece of expositioiu The index has 
been improved, and a word must be said as to the attraotiye type and 
convenient size o( the volumes:"— &ttojiorf' JowmaL 

<*The success which we predicted for this book on its first appear- 
anoe, only a year ago^ seems to be now fully assured, for we slready 



fortonate in being called mwn so soon to bring out a new edition, 
because he has thus been afforded an opportunity of availing himself 
of the suggestions of his friends and the criticism of his reviewen fay 
correcting the errors whiob were inevitable in a first edition, and also 
of incorporating the numerous Acts which haTe, since the puUicatioB 
of his first edition, been placed upon the statute-book by an exeeedingly 
active Legislature." — Imw JouritU, 

''The oompilation has been done with care, and the new editkii is 
up to date, and is altered to include the legislation of last 1 
LawNotm. 



Tx)iidon: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Publishers, 27, Fleet Street. E.C. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 



CHRISTMAS VACATION, 1888. 

NOTIOB. 

J7iere vnU le no Bitting in Court during the Christma$Vacation» 
During Ckriitmas Vacation .<^A11 applioationa which may require 



to he immediately or promptly heard, are to be made udUI Thomlay, 
Deoember Slst, to the Uonourablo Mr. Justice CmTTV, and after that 
date to the Honourable Mr. Justice Oayb. 

Mr. Jnstioe Ohitty will act as Vacation Judge from Tuesday, 
Qeoember 22nd, to Mondaj, Deoember 31st, both days inclusive. II in 
Lordship will ait in Queen's Bench Judges' Chamlicrs on TiicHthiy. 
Deoember 29th, and (if necessary), on Wednesday, Decern] nr :m»iIi. 
On other days, within the above period, applications in urgent iniilt^i' 
may be made to His iLi-rdship^by Post or Kail. 

31^^ 
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Mr. Jufltioo Cave will act as Vacation Judge from Friday, January | December 29th ; Wednesday, December SOth ; Thursday. December 
Ist, to Saturday. January 9th, both days inclusive. His Lordship Slst; Friday, January 1st ; Tuesday, January .'ith ; and Wednesday, 
will sit in Queen*s Bench Judges' Chambers on Tuesday, January 5th. I January 6th. 

^VS®Iffi^"^^'*lL'"*^/**^w•^"!^'i^PP^^^ I Chancery Kegistraes' Chambebs, 

wKlJ^t^*^ "«L^>r1° *?• °'f ^^^t'^ ^^ ^V'QP^*r°l"^r Royal Coukts of Justice, 

which latter case the Applicant should proceed to Sutton by the i ri i €mi. lono 

London, Brighton and South Coast Railway, and thence by cab to necember dth, 1890. 

Woodmansteme. 1 __ _- _ - . - - 



In any Com of great urgency, the Brief of Counsel may bo sent to I •n^r\^rnaarr\icr at -n a -nrrrKT-a-na-rrrrya •rxTaar\T trwr> 

the Judge by B<i)k-Po8t, or Parcel, prepaid, accompanied by Office I PROFESSIONAL PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 

Copies or the Affidavits in support of the Application, and alao by a I 

Minute, on a separate sheet of Paper, signed by Counsel, of the order | 

he may consider the Applicant entitled to, and also an envelope capable Henry Gibson and Herbert William Gibson (H. & H. W. Gibson), 
of receiving the Papers, addressed as follows : — " Chancery Official Solicitors, Chipping Ongar, Essex, by mutual consent as from Nov. 5J7. 
Letter ; To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars' Chambers, ' The said Henry Gibson will continue to carry on boainess with Cyril 
Royal Courts of Justice, liondon, W.C" | Bond of Chipping Ongar, under the style or firm of Gibson & Bond. 

On Applications for InjunciioM, in addition to the above, a Copy of ' Alfred Thomas Hare and Henry Baldwin Raven (Hare & Co.), 

the Writ, and a Certificate of Writ issued, must also be sent. Solicitors, 139, Temple Chambers, Whitefriars, by mutual consent as 

, , , ^^^ I^^°- 1* ^^ future the business will be carried on by Alfred 

The Papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar. | Thomas Hare under the same style or firm in co-parlnership with his 

The Address of the Judge for tlte time being acting as Vacation Judge ^**^®^ ^^^^ ^*^®- 
ran he obtained an application at Cliancery Registrars^ Chambers, Robert Howarth and John Marshall (Howarth & Marshall), Soli- 
Room 13(5. I citors, Manchester, by mutual consent as from Nov. 80. 

The Chambers of Mr. Justice North will be open for Vacation i Alexander Moles worth and Robert Dawson Matt ley (A. Molesworth 
Business only, from 11 to 2 on Thursday, December 24th ; Tuesday, & Mattley), Solicitors, Rochdale, by effluxion of time on Nov. IG. 



Fourth Edition, with Portrait. Crown 8vo., olotlL 78. 6d. 

THE HIST0B7 OF THE ENGLISH PARLIAMENT: 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years (800-1889). 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Author of ^'TbeHlstoiy of the English Chmstitiiiion." 

Trandated by Professor A. H. E^EANE, B.A., F.B.O.S. 

''Englifh leaden will certainly welcome a history of the EngUah Parliament by the greatest liying authority on the OontiDeDi**-. 
Aikenmum, 

<* It completes the vast snrrey of our English institntioDs ... to which so great a portion of Dr. Oneist's laborioiia life has brrn 
devoted."— A»fly Neum. 

LoNDOv: WILLIAM OLOWES Ss SONS, Limited, Law Fublishsbs, 27, Flbet Street, B.0. 
CHEAP EDITION. Demy Bvo.^ olotlL lOs* 

THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Professor of Law in the University of BorliiL 
Tratuiated hy PHILrP A. ABHWOBTH, of ihs Inner TmpU, Esq,, Barrfster-ai-Law, 

** No foreigner has done more than Professor Gneist to examine and make clear the history and natnre of the English Gonstitntioii. . . . 
He discnsses such vital questions as, Whither are we drifting ? How far do recent changes in the franchise accord with the whole spirit of 
the oonstitntion ? What is in store for ns with democracy supreme? On such questions as these the opinion of a foreigner who is a scholar, 
but no bookworm. and who has sedulously studied our institutions, is certainly much more weighty than that of most Englishmen. • . . Af 
this time these volumes are especially instructive. They cdst light on almost all the great questions of current politics.''-«'7VfiifJ. 

%♦ Library JEditionf 2 vols*, 8vo., 328. 



LoNDon: WILLIAM OLOWES & SONS, LiMrrro, Law Publishibs, 27, Fleet Street, E.a 

Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Deo. 12, 1896.] 



THE WEEKLY NOTES. 



319 



WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS' LIST. 



THE LAW 07 ABBITRATIOJT. Being the Aibitratktt Act, 

int. With NdM or Statotn, BoIm of Goort, Fofrnu and Gum, And n Index. 
97 W. Odtsam Gbiwi, SoUoitor, ftc, with Hononn^ H. T. 186<. 

D«ny 8VO., eioth, I2t. ed. 

BEBEHTTTRBS.— The Debentnrea and Debentuxe Stock of Trading 
•Bd ottwr Oompante Wtth Forma. ^ Editard MAXwnr, of the Middle l^raplS 
Berrieber-et-Law. and late Scholar of BraMnoae OoUega^ Oxford, Anihor of "The 
Lsw of Trading OompanteB," ko, 

Seoond lEdltkn, Bevieed and lEnlarmd. Demy Syo., doth, U. 

FEATTD AED MISSEPRESENTATIOE.-A Short Treatise 

on the Law relating to Frand and Mlsrapreeentatlon. By STDmr HAeTDiQ% B.A., 
of the Inner Temple, Barrieter-At-Law, Author of " A Treatlee on the Law of 
Tar^" ke,, ko. 
-lliia IB a very nsefhl little tnatlae. It Is weU and clearly wrHfen, nd the cuee 

are braogifat well op to date."— Law KntM. 

Demy Brob, TOO pages, doth, 9St. 

SEGUSH fATEET PBACTICE. - With the Aoti, Bnleg, 

raina and PrBoedenti» and Nolee of aU the Beoorded Casea. Dlnatrated with 
flfca tchee. By H. CnimroHAia. M. A., Barriater-^kt-Law, late Boyal Bn^^boeen. 
Grown Sto., doth, lOt. 9d, 

GOnmriES* WORK AND HINIEQ LAW IE EEW 

80C7TH WALB8 AND YIorOBIA. A TreatlBe for the Gnldaaoe ef SoUdton^ 
Dfaedon, In-veeton^ and othera. Bj AurxxD ds Ldba, Barrlater-«t-Law, 
G^ydnfliy, N.8.W. 
^^^ B oyal Svo., doth, ISf. 

SERVICE OTJT OF THE JVRISDICTIOE. By Frahcib 

Tatlos Pmooit, M.I., LL.M., of the Middle Temple, Barrlttei^at-Law; bte 
Legal Advker to the Japaneee Cabinet; Author of '*ForBlgn Jndgmentp," <«Ex- 
tarrltorlaU^/' " Prlndplee of the Law of TortB," Im. 
_ Demy 8vo., doth, 20t. 

THE LAW OP HUSBAND AND WIPE— By Ohabuib 

Ckawlkt, M.A., of LInoofai'B Inn, fiarrlater^t-Law; late Fellow of Downing 
Odlege, Gambrldge; and Author of " The Law of Life InanraDoe." 
*'Tfala la a oareftal and well-writen treatiae on a anl^Ject with regard to which andi 
a work waa sreatly wanted.''-^SMie»torf' Journal, 

"TMa book la the most comprdiendve and Talnable one on the Uw of bnaband and 
wife wtth whldi we am acquainted."— .dttaunm. 



Boyal 8vo., aewn, 9t. M» 

ENGLISH STATUTE LAW REVISED. Being an AnalydB 

of the BfliBct of the Legldatloa of 1896 npon BarlJer Statotaa relating to Bnf&nd. 
By Paul SruiGKLAjnt, of Lincoln's Inn, Barriater-aft-Law, Anthor of "Ghrono 
logical Table of Pnblic General Acta In Foroa.'* 
"Thla publication will be of muoh aaristanoe to the hard-worked pnctlttrmer.**-^ 
SHicitorr Journal, 
'Most ueefhl. If only aa a guide for noting up."— JimMm oftktPeaoe. 
*< A uaeflil analyala of the efltet of the legiaUtion of 1896 on eariier otatutea.''<-^ 
LaufJoumfU, 

Small 4to., sewn, Si. 

CHRONOLOOICAL TABLE OP PUBLIC GENERAL ACTF; 

IK F0EU3E. 20 Heu. ill. (1236) to 67 4 68 \riBt. 18P4. By PAUL BruaKLAMD. 
of Llncoln'B Inn, Barrlater-at-Law. 
"Will be firand uaefhl to the praotltlonflr flor many purposea."— £aii Quairtmriy 



" Very concise .... of uae for study and reference."— Cms naiei. 
" It will be found moat useftal by the profeHBlon.''— AIieitofi» JonrmO. 

Seoond Edition, royal 8to. 1,100 pages, doth, 9Si. 

THE PRINCIPLES OP RATING m appUed to BaUwaTB, 

Docks, Tramways, Oaa and Water Worka, Goal and other Mliiei^ Beoferlo LIghttng 
Worka, Manuflutorlea, and other Hereditament. With a oompkto Dlgeat of 
Cases, and all the Important Statntes dealing with Local Bating. B|y Evwabd 
BoTLiy of the Inner Temple, Barriaternit-Law, and Q. Hu]imir»>DATii8, 
Fellow of the Surr^yora* Inatltute, ko. 

Demy 8vo., doth, aot. 
THE LAW OF NUISANCES. With Statutory Appendix. By 

E. W. Gabbxtt, M. a., of the Inner Temple and Midland Gtrcui^ Barrlster-ai-Law. 
Every matter that, in the eyes of the law, la regarded aa a nnisanoe la considered. 



. . . While the work appeals more particularly to members of the legal profession, 
* The Law of Nuisances,' there can be no qusstion, will be fbund Teiy useAil by the 
general public, especially by offlcials of County GonnollSb Veetrlea and OorporsHona."— 



City Preu. 

The Hon. Mr. Justice Kekewioh, 
• Mr. Garretf s book .... wUch I hi 

point in tliJs case, and gladly take fhia opportnnityef mentioning aa a work of un- 
common merit." 



In giving Judgment in a 
wUch I have consulted in connection with more than one 



%* A QUalogue of Mod&m Law BooJc$ $9tU fr^ on apfUcaUotL 
Lonoof: WILLIAM CLOWES ft SONS, LnonD, Law Publebhibb. 27, Flir Stbut, B.C. 



Seventh Edition. BaycU Svo., clothf S8s. 

ROBSON'S BANKRUPTCY. 

Containing a full exposition of the Principles and Practice of the Law, including the Law under the Bankruptcy 
Acts, 1883 and 1890 ; the Bankruptcy (Discharge and Closure) Act, 1887 ; the Debtors Act, 1869 ; the Bills of Sale 
Acts, 1878 and 1882 ; Section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875 ; also the ikw relating to Private Arrangements with 
Creditors, and the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887. With an Appendix comprising the Statutes, Rules, Orders and 
Forms, including Forms of Statutory Compositions and Schemes, ^c. 

BY 

GEORGE YOUNG ROBSON, Esq., 

Barristor-at-Law. 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 

** In spite of rivals, Bobton'a Law and Praetice in Barikrupiou—eji excellent treatise, we always thought— maintains its poeition in legal 
literature. It has now entered its seventh edition. The sixth emtion was puUishod before the Aot of 1887, and oonBeqaentiy that Aot and 
the Aet of 1890 have had to be dealt with. The chapter on Bills of Sale is now put at the end of the volome. Beyond this there 
Bie no changes. The jadioial decisions of recent years are duly noted, and Robson on Bankmptoy remains an efficient and np-to-date 
text-book."— i;aw rtmet. / / . f j r 

** This standard work on bankmptcy has reached another edition, the anthor wisely oonsidering that in consequence of the many important 

iset recently decided and the issne of the new rules, a new edition was desirable. We compliment the learned anthor on ^e wisdom of 

keephig his work well np to date. Of this edition we may fairly say, as of others, no practitioner with bankmptoy work should be without 

it; and as long as the anthor norsnes the wise course of issnmg fresh editions well np to date, we shall be able to accord future editions the 

praise." — Law Note$. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Liiutsd, Law PaBLisHKBS, 27, Flkst Strust, fi.C. 
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Royal 8vo.f «itoth, 5a, 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giring a General Summary of the Act and a oopioiu and luefal Index, both to the Beetionfl of the Aet and the different headings 
of the tywipBia, with the Forms med and inBtraotiona as to the Duty. To which is also added the Fiaanoe Act, 1894, and a liii of the 
Porms oaed in the payment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

{Of the Legacy Duty Office, Someraei House), 

A17TH0B or THn ''TABU OV THl SNaLISH DKAVH DUTDDB," ''A BOBT DfBBX," ITO., WfPO. 

•* Win b« ftmod npeftil In uMuitering Um IntricadM of the mMtoTe."— IVmO. I •' A veiy Mnrloaable oomp«nioQ to tboM whoM doty tt Is to nufter • diflcnlt An o 

'* PraMots .... 8p«cUl hutmctloM as to the new do^."— itofly TOegra^ \ PirUunat.''— low Jmmal. 

LoHDOH : WILLIAM OLOWBS A SONS, Limitsd, Law VwLomwwe, 27, Flist STRmer. E.C. 
Just published. Fourth Edition, Bevised, demy 8to., cloth, 20a 

MOORE'S PRACTICAL FORMS OF AGREEMENTS 

Relating to Sales and Pnrchasee, Mortgages and Deposits, Enfranohisements and Exchanees, Building and 
Arbitrations, Letting and Renting, Hiring and Service, Debtors and Creditors, and nnmerons otiier 
subjects : with a variety of TTsefuf Notes. By H. Moork, Esq., Author of " A Handbook of Practioa) 
Forms," " Abstracts of Title," Ac. 

FOURTH EDITION. THOBOUOHLT BEYISED. 

By HERBERrr PSRCIVAI^ 

OF THE IHHER TEMPLE, ESQ., BARRISTER-AT-LAW. 
London: WILLIAM OLOWES & SONS, Limited, Law Pablishers, 27, Fleet Street, B.G. 

Boyal ^<>»w^^ elotlit 19s« M* 

THE LONDON BUILDING ACT, 1894. 

With Notes and Grass Beferenoes and an Appandiz eontsJning todh existing Statates 0nehidiaffthe Pnblio Healili (Loadon) Act, 1891) as 

•till affeot building operationa witiiin the Administrative Cknmty of Ixmdon ; also the Bye-Law% Begulatioas and Orders of the 

London County Ooundl and of the Oommissionfira of Bewers of the City of Londov. 

By W. BTTSSBLL GBIFFITHS, I1L.B., 

Of ih§ Jmor Temph, JEdHor cf The 8tatute$ Begnhtktg London Brnknfg," 

AVD 

FBANOIS W. FEMBBB, M^A., 

(y LkiioM9 hm, DrafUmm of ike Bm om ongnuUly wUroduoed into the Sout$ cf Cbmmona 

«A Tcry complete and usAil handbook to tte ralifwjt of hafl<U»S la refemoe to "The adttora have potarmad thdr taak In an admirahla waj, and taa^HMiioad 

l.ojidoii.''^n« iuiUtr. what wUl probaUy he tha Handaid woifc te aema ymn on tha i4ndaB BaiUtaw 

•The Qotaa an nod, and tiM whole work will ba of gnat an to lawyen whose '-"" ' — *^— 
atoimdentindthahaJ]dlnglawteLoMfaik''--r ~ 



.qalnefla caUe them to VBdentand tha hoJldlng law te LoDdbo."— lew /mmwoI. 



Lonxnr: WILLIAM OLOWES A SONS, LrmrKD, Law Pablishers, 27, Fleet Stieet, E.O. 



Now ready. Crown 8vo., elotlu 8s. 6d. net 

THE POLITICAL LAWS OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN KEPUBLIC. 

WITH AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE CONSTITUTION OF THE ORANGE FREE STATE. 
Translated by W. A. MAOFADYEIT, B.A., LL-B., 

Laie Scholar cf Brasenose College, Oxford; Advocate of the Buprmne Court, Ctope Colony, and <f the High Court, 

Sotah African BqMUc 



London : WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Limited, Law PubliIshbrs, 27, FLEET STREET, E.G. 
J. O.^JUTA ft CO., CAPBiTOWN, PORT ELIZABETH, AND JOHANNESBUSg. j 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
GHANOEBY DIVISION. 



TBAN8FBB OF ACTION, 



OBDEB OF COUBT. 



Monday, the 7th day of December, 1896. 

1, Habdinoi 8TAin.IT, Babon Halsbitbt, Uad High Ghaati* 
edlot of Great Biitain. Do hereby Order that the 'Aetion 
mdtttidned'fai the Sehedttle heietc^ «hall betsaEnaffiRed ifoi^e 
Honourable Mr. Jnstioe Yaxtcihav Williaxb. 

BOEXDULE. 

Mr. Jnstioe Ohitty (1896— H.^No. 8385). 

ifii j^ Xhfe\S5telJE^tH4)«W(SMliDiaft«h) ^Siiiltad^hi.I4<)i3iidittidii. 
fne Qoa061idatdd' Coniraot Qorpor^mi, Xamitad ^ Th^ .Hotel 
I Metropole (Soarborongh), Limited, in Liqaidation and Another. 

HAL8BUBT, O. 



aj*= 



INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 



HONOUBS EXAMINATION. 



NOVEMBER, 189& 



%* Thenam€$ of ihe SclieUon to whom (he Candidate Bened under 
Ariidei of ClerkMp art printed in iiah'c$. 



Ai^ba fizamiaatiQft Sat Hminfifw of Gandidaftea lor AdnuMUA «« 
the Boll of Soliciton of the Supreme Court, the Examination Com- 
mittee recommended tha. foUQfaog.iia he&sg i^tfititled to Honorary 
Digtinction >— 

FIBBT GLASS. 
[In order of Merit.] 

ABTHUB FABQUHAB.GHILYXB, B.A. 

' itmn. HmioiU A FiUycf London, 

SECOND GLASS. 
[In Alphahetloal Order.] 

EsfWIV DODBHOH, LL.B. 

Meur$, Pomeroydk Tanner^ tf JBriM; and MeBtru Woodoookf 
Byland A Parker , of London, 

WiLtiAH Gbobdb Eakbhobt. 

Mr.E<A6tiEdmird6te4ie,ofCheltmkan. 

WiLUAM Fbitohabd Ei^s, BA. 

Mr. Biehard Hughes FHtoharde, of Bangor ^ and'Mk»9r$, 
Simpeon A Co.^ of London, 

H&BBT Bo«8 Giles. 

iff. Alfred CharUe Dovtding, of London, 

EdXUKD HuHTdVAK. 

Mr, Grifflih Caradog Bees, of Birkenhead, 

John Hekbt Bobikson. 

Mr. Frederic WiUiam Hardman, LL,D., of Deal; and 
Mesmt^ ffare A Co.^ of London, 



hOfma»' Beodey, of iher firm of Menr$, Houghton^ )[ifi^6^^ 
; Reveleyt of Preston. ...... ^ 



Frank Hbebon Stevens. 

Mr. Edgar Alexander Baylis, of London, 

Hcon John Vinall. 

Mr, Isaac VinaU, of Leices, 

THIRD CLASS. 

[In Alphabetical Order.] 

William Stobo Andrew. 

Mr, Biehard While Beor, of Sutansea. 

Hbbbbbt John Bebbt. 

Mr. Henry Charles Baby, of the firm s/MemeiMoehiMj Baby, 
A Beokton, of Manchester . 

Gkobob Fowleb Cabbinoton Bbown. 

Mr, George Fowler Broum, of Ashby-de-la-Zotieh. 

Henbt Wobdswobth Clevesha, M.A. 
Mr.n&nuu 
& 

Habbt Nbisd GouiiB, B.A., LL.B. ; ...... 

Mr. Charles WiUiam CoUis, of Stourbridge; and Messrs. 
Walker, Son, A Field, efLondo^, 

Lbonabp Coctah, B. a. 

MetSTS. Coimom A Son, of Preston, 

Bebnabd WrrHEBS Dowsok. 

Mr. Walter Orey, of Manchester i- iand Messrs. Busli A MdUir, 
of London. 

Cbablxb Ekin, B.A. 

Mesers, J^nson A Co., of Birmingham ; and Messrs. Burton, 
Yeaies, A Hart, of London. 

Hebbebt Fbanoxb. 

Mr, Arnold Trinder, of the firm of Meters. Capron A Trinder, 
of London. 

Jam n Hall Smith. 

Jlfr. Bobert CresswtU Butroiet, of Cambridge ; and Mr. Henry 
Beid, of London, 

' AfciWB GLArtiB HivEBib, B.A, ' ''■ 

Messrs, Morley, Shirr^ A Co,, of London, 

Habrt Hoiv. 

Mr, Alexander 'M6lesworOi,ofBochdale; and Messrs. Walker 
A Bowe, of London.' ' ' 

Gbobgb Lit SET, LL.B.- 

Guy Matthews. 

Mr. Sydney Matthews, ofSwajfham; and Messre. Crossman.A' 
Priehard, of London. 

Habbt Pfahl. 

Mr, Harry James Lexcis, of London. 

William Edwabd Pbyce. 

Mr. ChatUsGeorgs Seo^ of London. 

WiLuaw AiKiTOTiw Oasboi Rapbb. 

Jlfr. William Augustus Baper, of Baitle; and Bouxiifes, 
Ba»le, A Co,, of London. 

Chables Bobhtson. 

Mr. Biehard Bobinson, of Waiton. 

CHBIBT0na»W£8UKT Shimsld. 

Mr.'^mes Hmry Asserefis^ B.A.xf^f Ihe flnmiefMemn. BobeH 
A James Aseroft, of Oldham. 

Peboy Hazell Smith. 

Mr, Briseoe Hooper, of Torquay; land Messrs. Woodeeek, 
Byland, A Parker, of London. 

r-> 8rF2 
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Geoboe Fredebic Tankeb. 

Mr, Frederic Wmiam Roe Rycroft and Mr, Jame$ HiOap. 
both of Manchester; and Metsrs, Pritchard, Englefield & 
Co., of London. ^ 

Fbancis Joseph Weld. 

Mesn-a. Weld A Thornton, ofUverpod; and Messrs, Rowcliffes, 
BawUACo.,ofLond(m. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accordingly 
fiven Class Certificates and awarded the following Prizes of Books :— 

To_Mr. A. F, CAtZrer— Prize of the Honourable Society of Clement's 
Inn—Value about 101. ; and the Daniel Beardon Prize — 
Value about 20 guineas. 

To Mr. IWinMiMUuntoiian, who served under Articles of Clerk- 
K^P, *^«^- Griffith Caradog Bees, of Birkenhead— The *John 
MackreU Prize '—Value about 12Z. 

l^e CouncU have given Class Certificates to the Candidates in 
the Second and Third Classes. ' 

Ninety-eight Candidates gave notice for the Examination. 

By Order of the Council. 

£. W. WlLUAMBOir, 

Secretary. 
Law SooiETy's Hall, Chancery Lane, London, 
nth Dec, 1896. 



HIGH COUET OF JUSTICE. 



CHRISTMAS VACATION, 189& 



NOTIOB. 



There mil he no sitting in Court during the ChristmasVacation. 

During Christmas Vacation .'—All applications which may require 
to he inmediatdy or pron^tly heard, are to be made until Thursday, 
December 31st, to the Honourable Mr. Justice CHrnr, and after that 
date to the Honourable Mr. Justice Caye. 

Mr. Justice Chittt will act as Vacation Judge from Tuesday, 
December 22nd, to Monday, December 31st, both davs inclusive. His 
Lordship will sit in Queen's Bench Judges' Chambers on Tuesday, 
December 29th, and (if necessary), on Wednesday, December 80th. 
On other days, within the above period, applications in urgent matters 
may be made to His Lordship by Post or BaiL 



Mr. Justice Caye will act as Vacation Judge from Friday, January 
1st, to Saturday, January 9th, both days inclusive. His Lordship 
will sit in Queen's Bench Judges' Chambers on Tuesday, JaauaiySta. 
On other days, within the above period, AppUoations in urgent Chan- 
cery Matters may be made to His Lordship by Poet or personally, in 
which latter case the Applicant should proceed to Sutton by the 
London, Brighton and South Coast Bailway, and thence by cab to 
Woodmansteme. 

In any Case of great urgency, the Brief of Counsel may be sent to 
the Judge by Book-Post, or Parcel, prepaid, accompanied br Office 
Copies of the Affidavits m support of the Application, and also by a 
Minute, on a separate sheet of Paper, signed bf Counsel, of the order 
he may consider the Applicant entitled to^ and also an envelope capable 
of receiving the Papers, addressed as follows: — ^^ Chancery Official 
Letter : To the Begistrar in Vacation, Chancery Begistrars* Chambers!^ 
Boyal Courts of Justice, London, W,C.** 

On Applications for Injunctions, in addition to the above, a Copy of 
the Writ, and a Certificate €d Writ issued, must also be sent. 

The Papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Begistrar. 

The Address of the Judqefor the time being acting as VacaHon Judge 
can he obtained on applieaHon at Chancery Registrar^ Chambers, 
Room 136. 

The Chambers of Mr. Justice Kobth will be open for Vacation 
Business only, from 11 to 2 on Thursday, December 24th; Tuesday, 
December 29th; Wednesday, December SOth ; Thursday. I>eoeniber 
3lBt; Friday, January Ist ; Tuesday, January 5th; and Wednesday, 
January 6th. 

Chancery Bbgibtrabs' Chambebs, 

boyal coubts ov jubticb, 

December 9ih, 1896. 



FBOEBSSIONAL PABTNEBSHIF DISSOLYED. 



Alfred John Livesey and Joseph Hewitson Gibson (McKeerer, 
Livesey & Gibson), Solicitors, Carlisle and Wigton, Cumberbuid, bj 
mutual consent as from Aug. 81. 



APPOINTMENTS. 

Dec. 10. The Queen has been pleased to give directions for the 
appointment of William Henry Hyndman Jones, Esq., Barzister- 
at-Law (Supernumerary Besident Magistrate of Jamaica), to be a 
Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of the Straits Settlements. 

Dec. 11. The Queen has been pleased, by Warrant under Her 
Majesty's Boyal Sign ManuiJ, bearing date the 10th instant, to 
appoint Edward Tindal Atkinson, Esq., Q.C., to be Becorder of the 
City of Lieds, in the room of John Edward Barker, Esq., Q.C. 
resigned. , 



Now ready. 7%ifd EdUim, revised io iaU. Demy %90., doth,priee 168. 

LEADING CASES IN MODERN EQUITY. 

By THOMAS BRETT, 

Of ihe MiddU TemjOe, Barrister-a^Late, LL3.; London Univeniiy, B.A.; laie Sehotar and Siudeni of Trinity OoOege, DubUn; RMU- 
tUmer In Real Property amd BgwU/y; Holder ^ Os JPVrsi CerUfiiooAs of Honour, Miehadmas, 1^60; Auiar of BrMs OommeeiaHee 
em ihs Preeeni Lam of Fk/faedi Joint Author of Olerhe and Bretes Ooneeyaneing Aets; Author of BreUfs BaeJcntptey AA^ 188S; 
omd Ledbmrm In E^Oty to ihe Lieorporaied Law Society. 

JBXXD XDmOV, thorougUy revised. By J. D. B0OEB8, B.ai., of tho lasAr Tiiiipto,aiLd J. M. DECOV, of the Inner Temple, Baniftfln-«t-Law. 



LovDOH : WILLIAM CLOWES k 80NS» Lmrm^ Law Pububhibs, 27, FLEET STBSBTy B.a 
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WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS' LIST. 



THE LAW 07 ABBITEATIOH. Being the ArUtatte Act, 

u», WKb NdM of Slitatn, Rnlei cf Ooart* Vomw «id OMt% and aa Indnc 
4r W. OOTEAM Gsmrip Solkttor, te^ with Hmioid% H. T. um. 

Jkmj9nn€Uia^iai.9d. 

DEBESTUBES.— The Debentozee and Debentue Stook of Tndiag 
ndoaMrOonpnlH. WlthlVMnu. Br SdI^abd lUarar, oTIte lUdillft Ttante^ 
Buitator-at-lAW, «id kto Sohdlw «f BnsniM OkUiVk Onforti ik)ittar «r <«K 
Iaw of Tndliig OomiMDkib'' te. 

FRAUD AVS HI8BEPRBSBflfTAnOV.-A Shivt TntMm 

m tht Lwr wtottag to tani and Miii npf nwnlirlnn 9f SuMor Hachm^ B.iu. 

ante Lmtr I^b^ BuTlrtv-tl-Lftw, liittar «r «•! TmllM oi thtXAiroC 

TmH* tei, te. 

"Tldite ft TityuMAil Utile tnnttn. B to irdl and dMiff l^fll■^ Md tht <wm 

«• tom^ wiU vp to dato."— Lew Ami. 

Deoiy Syo., TOO pani^ olottu m. 
XfSUgH PATmrr PAAGSlCT.-Wi«h the Aoti, Bnleg, 

Itom flftd Pxwedantok and Notaa of aD fha Baootded (kaea. DlvtoBtod wtlh 
" ' 9f H.Cinrnr«BAK]^lLA.,BantotoM^Lair,]atoBo7ilSngtaaan. 

CHnmtm,ctolh, m.O<i. 

WORK AVD XUmrO LAW IN VKW 

[ WAUBB IJm VICTOBIA. ▲ Tnaltaa ftxr the avidaiiaa of 8€ikltor% 

gbMtanL InvHtoB^ «id othwk ^ Auxm aa IdHAv B atitotoi -al-Law, 

lEEYIOB OVT 07 _ 

TaxlobPmmrv li-^t I1L.L. ^ _, 

L^^alAd vtog to the Japamw OiUiMti Anthw of •« ^orilffi M0mbI 
tBntorfftUl^y'' ^PidiiGlpiflaof I* ' >».■>. 




iDICnOV. By FsAvan 

of His mddto TmuSt, Bantotor«l-LMr; lato 



ioftheLairofTorH"te. 



. Demy Oto, oilflth, sot. 

in LAW OF EU8BAVD AVD WI7B.— Bj 

"of LfaioQhi'a lim, Bantol«^«t-Lawt lato FUknr 
•I aadAiUlMVof "TlieLawofLltoliwnaiioe.'" 



^ — ^W 

"Thtobobkto 



weU-wiMen tnattoe on ft atftfaet with r^Hd to nhkh I 
waiited."-^8blieCton' Jtrnmak 

iTe and TBlnaUa one on the ]aw of ] 



Royal 8T0., aewB, 9t. 64. 

BV0LI8H STATUTE LAW L 

of the BObot of the Logialatkn of 18M \ 
By Paul Stbioklahd^ of Llnooln'a Iiiii« 1 
kgioal Tabto of PnbUo Genona Aoto fa Forae." 
•'Thia pnblicitlfln will be of maoh aariatanoe to the hazd-worked pwcMtJonor.*^ 
aaieitorrjimmaL 
*'Moit naefU, If only aa a guide fbr notiiig vp/'-^utHM of tkt Ptaoe, 
•'▲oiefla aaalyria of the eflbot of the laslalatloa of 1806 on eadlar Btotiitei."Ui 
Zftw/oimMl. 

Small 4to., aewn, 81. 

OAROVOLOaiCAL TABLE 07 PUBLIC GBnOlAL ACTS 

IN FOBGB. 90HeiLlILCi»8)toiYI(nYto(.l«i. ^y Paul aanKLavB^ 

•f linooitai^ Lm, BarrlaieMA-Law. 

WIU be fraud iiaalU to the pnwtltloMr te aaiy paipo8M."-^£M9 ^nftrMV 



'*yaryooiiatae« . •' •of uaaforatudyaiidrsfineDoe."— £MarfBMf. 
«« 1ft wm be toond iMat aaaM by the pnAaBlon.''-^8bWo«ori' /4^^ 

, royal STOwMOOpi^M, doih.9lf. 



IHI PBDfCIPLBS 07 RATIVO m appUed to Baflwar^ 

Dobko^ Tnaawayik Oaa and Wator WciId^ Qoal and other lifaiei, Sleotrto IJghuuc 
Worki^ MangltotmiB^ and oOnr HarMUtaBMntB. With a ooaapleto IMgoat^ 



I an 

Bofii^ of the iBMr Tamplak I 
Feltow of the Snmyort' Iiia&at^ 



deallnc wll 
it waftL ftw, 



with Looal BatlBBi Bf IbmAMD 



a. 



D«my 8vo^ otothi 901. 

SAXCES. With 



TEE LAW 07 VXnSANiDES. With Statatory Appendix. By 

X. W. Qaxuox, ILA., of UMlniMr Templeaad Midlaad C!Izoiill» Barriatar at Law. 

««Xi«Tmatterthal»fathemBoftheUw, la xesaided aa a ndBHioe la eouldsrad. 

. . . mitottewiorkappeaianioiepartioiilailytoiiMaibonof tte le^aproltoBloi^ 

• Hm Law of Nnlatnoeo^' taun can be no qoMtton, will be foond -ner nadU by the 

Mnrnl pnbUo^ wpanially by oflldalB of Oomi^ Oonnollib Vaatrtoa and Oofpomagna."— 

The Hon. Ur. Jartke Kebawtoh, fa gl^fag JndgBant fa 
^« Ifr. eaiMttfabook . • • whldk I teve oooaaHad fa oonnectk 
pofat fa thla caac^ and gladly take thla opportanMy of mentknfag aa ft work of iu- 



A Oaidlogvie i^ Modmn Lam Bookt mid frm w^ o^nUeaUom. 



LoHoov: WILLIAM 0L0WB8 k BOVS» LiMinD, Law 



«7, 



Brsm, 1.0. 



Seventh Edition. BaytU Svo.^ tHoth, 39s. 



ROBSON'S BANKRUPTCY. 

Ckmtuning a full expositioii of the Principles and Practice of the Law, induding the Law under the Bankruptcy 
Acts, 1883 and 1890 j the Bankruptcy (Disch^uqgie and Closure) Act, 1887 ; the Debtors Act, 1869 ; the Bills of Sale 
Acts, 1878 and 1882 ; Section 10 dt tibe Judicature Act, 1875 ; also the Law relating to Private Arrangements with 
Creditors, and the Deeds of Arrangement Aot^ 1887. WiUi an Appendix comprising the Statutes, Bulea, Orders and 
Forms, including Forms of Statntcxry Compositions and Schemes, dro. 

BT 

GEORGE YOUNG ROBSON, Esq., 

Barrlster-at-Lsw. 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 

•In gpite of rhals, Bobitm'i Law amd PraMse in Banhmphv—vn excellent treatioe, we always thooght— maintaiiif its poriti(m in legal 
litenitare. It has now entered ita aeventh edition. The sixth eiution waapnbliabed before the Act of 1887, and oonaeqnently that Aot and 
ttie Aot of 1890 have had to be dealt with. The chapter on Bills of Bale is now put at tike end of the Yolome. Beyond this there 
tie no changes. The jadioial decisions of reoent years are duly noted, and Bobson on Bankruptcy remains an eflBdent and ap-to-dato 
text-book."— Ikw rtmefc j j -^ y j *- 

** This standard work on bankmptoy has reached another edition, the author wisely oonsidering that in oonseqnenoe of the many important 
rases reoently decided and the xssne of the new rules, a new edition was desirable. We oompliment the learned author on the wisdom off 
I keeping his work well up to date. Of this edition we ma^ fairly say, as of others, no practitioner with bankmptcy work should be without 
: it; and as long as the author pnnues the wise course of issumg fresh editions well up to date^ we shall be able to aooord foture editions the 
MBie praise.'*— Zaif NotsB, __^ 



LoHDoir: 



WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Limitbd, Law Pqblbhkbs, 27, Fleet Str^^^qTp 
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BoyeU 8vo., cloth, S». 

A SYNOPSIS OF THE NEW ESTATE DUTY 

(FINANCE ACT, 1894). 

Giting a General Bmnnuury of the Act and a oopiooa and neefol Index, both to the Beotioiui of the Aot and the diftn«t ImmUiMji 
of the synopria, with the Forms nied and inatmetiona as to the Duty. To which la alao added the Finance Ax^ 180i, and a list of t£ci 
Forms used in the pajment of the Death Duties. 

By E. HARRIS 

(Of ike Legacy Duig Qfiee, Samemt Hou$e\ 

AVTBGii or THs << TABLE Of THE xHeun DBAtH mmMy" ^A mnm HDKX,* KTO*, mto, 

*<WmlMftaii4iuefU In littering tbalotilcadei of th«mMnn.*'» I '*Xr9rfmiicmXlibemtDUiktrto'thamii^tam&a»n 

" PreMota .... ■p«bU1 inslmctloDfl m to the new du^/'— itoOy T4egntglL | FwllUMBt.''— £«« Jbmmal. 

Lohdoh: WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS, Ldotsd, Law Pububhsu, 27/FLav Bxbuv, IL0« 
Just published. Fourth Edition, ficTised, demy 8vo^ oloth, 90a 

DORR'S PRACTICAL FORMS OF ACREEMENfS 

Belating to Sales and Parohases, Mortg^gco and DepositB, EnfranehiHamimtg aaid ]iz«haaKea» Bmildiag and 
' 'Amtratioc^, Let^e and Benfing,' Huing and'Serrio^ Deblora and Oreditoniand mnmeioiui oihaB: 
snbjeots : with a variety of TTsefol Notes. By H. Moobb, Esq., Anfhor of '* A Handbook of Ftaotioal . 
Forma,** ** Abstraota of Title," Ao. 

FOUSTH EDITION. TSOBOUQELT BEVI8ED. 

'■ By XCBRBERV PXSROI;VJI.Xi, 

OF THE INNER TEMPLE, ESQ., BARmSTER-AT-UW. 
Londoh: WILLIAM OLOWES * SONS, Limited, Law Pabliahen, 27, Fleet Street, B.O. 



BfOjal ISmOb* etotli* Ui. M. 

THE LONDON BUILDING ACT, 1894. 

With Votes and OrosiBeferanees and an Appendix oontsiBfaiysnBhezifliBgBtaiates^afllii^^ 

gtmaftetbdldiagopeiatianawithiAteeAdmiidstratiT^Ctonn^efljBad^ . 

Londctt Ooimty Ck)uaoa and of the Ocinnilssionen 

By W. TLXJBSSLL OBIFFITHS, TJi,R, 

AVD 

WKAXOSB W. FHMBBB, ILA., 

Of LkieMi JRm, DrafUmm of tts JNT fli«hS9iia% Mrn^itoi i Ml «» Skm tf 



♦ 1 r\ 



1lM BolM m md. ud ttM whoto walk wffl bs «f BMS w ID Imrjm wtaM Aot."--^taii r*^ 



Hm mum «• mmA, ud tte wholt woik will bs «f BHt «i Id tairjHS 
caMithwi to iiii l— ti nfl tl» baftMng l»w tar LwiMi.*—Xeii J i w raS l . 



Lonwv: WILLIAM OLOWES A SONS, LmiTiD, Law PaUiahen, 27, Fleet Street, E.a 



How ready. Crown Sro., eloth, 8s. 6d. net 

THE POLITIGAL U¥S OF THE SOUTH IFRICM REPSBLie.. 

WITH AN APPENDtX CONTAimNQ THE CONSTITUTION OF THE ORANGE FitEE STATE. 
Translated by W. A. MAOFADYBN^ BJL« JJLB^ 

LaU BchoUjur cf Braaenoei CuiUge, Os^ord; Advocate qf f^ Bupmm Ocmrt, Cbpe Oailony^ and qf <%d BIgh Omnri, 

8aidh Jfrioan Bt^^ic 



Lqetdov : WILLIAM OLOWES AND SONS, LncmD, Liw Pubushibs, 27, FLEET STREET, E.O. 
J. 0. JUTA A CO., CAPE. TOWN, POET ELIZABETH, AND JOHANNBSBUBa. fp 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 



CHRISTMAS VACATION, 1896. 

NOtlOE. 

there will h nx> stiling In Court during the CfiristmasVacation. 

During ChrielmaB Vacation .'—All applicfttions tohich may require 
to he immediately or promptly heard^ are to be made until Thuraday, 
December Slst, to the Honourable Mr. Justice Oiuttt, and after that 
date to the Honourable Mr. Justice Cayb. 

Mr. Justice Ohitpt will act as Vacation Judge from Tuesday, 
l)coembcr 22nd, to Monday, December 31st, both days inclusive. His 
lAidship will rit in Queen's Bench Judges' Chambers on Tuesday, 
t>ecembor 29th, and (if necessary), on Wednesday, December SOth. 
On other days, within ihe above period, applications in urgent matters 
i taiay be made to His Lordship by Post or Eail. 

1 Mr. Justice Cayb will act as Vacation Judge from Friday, January 
' 1st, to Saturday, January 9th, both days inclusive. His Lordship 
will flii in Queen's Bench Judges' Chambers on Tuesday, January 5th. 
On other days, within the above period. Applications in urgent Chan- 
cery Matters may be made to His Lordship by Post or personally, in 



' which latter case the Applicant should proceed to Sutton by the 
London, Brighton and South Coast Railway, and thence by cab to 
Woodmansteme. 

I In any Case of great urgency, the Brief of Counsel may be sent to 
the Judge by Book-Post, or Parcel, prepaid, accompanied by Office 
Copies of the Affidavits in support of the Application, and also by a 
Minute, on a separate sheet of Paper, signed by Counsel, of the order 
he may consider the Applicant entitled to, and also an envelope capable 

, of receiving the Papers, addressed as follows : — " Chancery Official 
Letter : To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars' Chambers, 
Royal Courts of Justice, London, TT.C." 

On Applications for Injunctions, in addition to the above, a Copy of 
the Writ, and a Certificate of Writ issued, must also be sent. 

The Papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar. 

The Address of the Judge for the time being acting as Variation Judge 
can he obtained on application at Citanccry Jiegistrars' Chambers, 
Room 136. 

The Chambers of Mr. Justice North will be open for Vacation 
Business only, from 11 to 2 on Thursday, December 24tli; Tuesday, 
December 29th ; Wednesday, December 30th ; Thigrsday, December 
31st ; Friday, January Ist ; Tuesday, January 5th ; and Wednesday, 
January 6th. 

Chanoebt Rbgistsabs' Cbambebs, 
rotal coubts of justiob, 

December 9th, 1896. 



iXJl 



I*onrth IBdltioiit with Portrait. Crown 8va, Oloth. 78. 6d. 

THE HISTOBT OF THE ENGLISH PARLIAMENTS 

Its Growth and Development through a Thousand Years {800-7889). 

t 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, Antkorof ^^The'mBtoiyoftheEngluhOonstitiitiolL'^ 

Trandaied (y Fiofeesor A. H. KEANE, B.A., F.B.a.S. 

^ bigliah iMdAn will oertnlnly weloome a h&ltory ci the Engliih Parliament by the gzeateit Uring anthority aa the Ocmiineni^-^ 

JflMfUMiM* 

** It Qodiptetei the Tait lartej of our English iastltatioiii ... to whioh w gteat a portioik of Dr. Gneist'f laborioiui life has been 



LconMnr: WILLIAM OLOWES & SONS, Lduted, Law Pubushbui, 27, Flist Stbxet, E.0. 

"^ • . - — 

OHEAF ElDinON. Demy Svo., oloth. lOe. 

THE HISTOBT OF THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION 

By Dr. RUDOLPH VON GNEIST, PiiofessorofLaw inthenmyerfiiiyofBerliiL 
TnuuHiUed hy PHILIP A A8HW0BTH, of (he Inher Tmi^ Beq^ Barrithr-al-Law. 

^ No foreigner hto done mole than Professor Gnelst to examine end make clear the history and nature of the English Gonstitution. . . • 
He diaensses sooh Tital questions as, Whither are we drifting? How far do reoent elianges in the fhuichise aooord with the wholo spirit of 
the oonstitation ? What is in store for us with democracy supreme ? On such questions as these the opinion of a foreigner who is a scholar, 
bat no bookwonn, and who has sedulously studied our institutions, is certainly much more weighty than that of most Englishmen. ... At 
this t^™^ these volumes are especially instructive. They cast light on almost all the great questions of current polities."— -TVhim. 

%^ Idhrary Bditian, 2 vois^, Svo», 32s. 



Lohdoh: WILLIAM OLOWES & SONS, Limitu>, Law PuBLxsHSBCf, 27, Flbit Stbist, E.O. 
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WILLIAM CLOWES & SONS' LIST. 



\ 



Bojift 8T0., MWB, ai . 6d. 



EVOLISH.STATITEB LAW EEVISBD. Being an Anahis^ 

of the Effect of the Leglskftkni of iSSri^Mn Barller Statotee rahtliig to ftu£ii 
logical Table of PnblloCWkeria Acts to B^we.-- ' . *« « ^«« 

<« This publication will be of much aastatance to the hard-worked inMttfcloiMr."''« 
SAicitorr Jounukl. . ^ 

• • Moot uaeftal. if oidy as a guide fcr notto|( np.^-^^^cfftee of Me Feooe. 
•* A oeoftil anlOysis of the efltet of the legldatioa of 1896 on eailttr ^Mt^^uT'^ 
L%w Journal, 

Small 4to.» sewn, St, 

CHROirOLOaiCAL TABLE OF PUBLIC OBBEBAL ACTS 

IN FOBCX. 40 Sen. III. (1335) to K7 * M yioriW4. Bj ifin sSl^Llir^ 
of Llnooln'e Inn, Barrieter-at-Law. 
" wm be flMind niefU to the praoUtianar lor naaj vofom.''^l4m Qmmrtm^ 

MUOtOtO, 

«at wlU be fimnd lAMt neefU 17 the prafbi8lon.*-AK6^ 

fleoond SdlttoD, nvalSTO. 1,100 nflei. ololh.-Sft. 

THB PBINOIPLBS OF B^TIBG •> appUed to Baflwavi 

Doclu^ TS^T5?'J^ and Water Work*, Goal and other Mine^ Xlecferlo lJ(fiMi 



Worka, lfamiikctorlea» and other Hereditaments. 
Ciaee, and aU the important Statutes 
BjriM, of the Inner Tem] ' ~~ 
Fellow of tlM SarvegrDra* 



With a complete IN«sst i 



•rtant Statutes deallmr with Local Bating. Bf ItuwkM 
Pe m ple, Ban1tBr<tt-Law, and Q. Bnavaafv-DATn^ 

Demy Sto., doth, 90«. 

AST G£S. With Statutory AppaiMlix. Q 



THE LAW OF BTTIS^ 

B. W. Gakiubr, M. a., of tiie Izmer Temple and Midland Gtica^ fiurrIetar-*t-Lst 

"JSyeiT matter that, to tlM wee of the law, la regarded ae a nolMAioe li coMddH«l 

. . . While the work appeals more parttonlarly to members of the legal w o i B aBlBB 

< The Law of Nuisances,' ttwre oan be no qnestton, will be fouid verr oseSU byth 

general publio» espedally l^ cffldale of Gomtf Ooandi% Yestrtoa and OHpontioH.'*^ 

CttyJPrt89. 

The Hon. Mr. Jnatioe Kekewlch, to glvtag . 

'« Mr. Garrett's book . . . which I hare oooenlted to oomwcttai witib more tlma si 

potot to this case^ and gladly take this opportonityof msnthifag as a wwk of « 



Grown 8to.« eloOi, Ti. 6dL 

THE LAW OF ABBITBATIOB. Being the ArMtratioa Aet» 

IflOO. With Notes of Statatas^ Bales of Oomt, Forms and Oases, and an Index. 
Bf W. OoTRAii Cmmwm, SoUdtor, Ac, with Hcnom^ H. T. 1800. 
Demy Sra, dotii, 13*. 6dL 
DEBEVTlTBBS.^The Debentures and Debenture Stock of Trading 
and other Companies. WithFcrms. 9y Sdwaxd MAnsoir, of the Middle Tomplei 
Barrister-at-Law, and Urte Scholar of Bmeanoae OoUegs^ Ozfad, Anthor of <*The 
Law of Trading Oompanles^" ftc 

Second Bdltfam, Bevised and Bnlarged. Demy iro., doth, 9t, 
FBAXn) ABD HISBBPBESEVTATIOB.-A Short Treatiae 
en the Lawielating to Frand and MiBrepreeentatlon. By Smrar HAemrae^ B.A., 
of the Inner Temple^ Banl«ter-«t-Law, Author of "A Treatiae on the Law of 
Torta," to., to. 
**This is a very ueetollHtle treatise. It Is weU and dearly wxlftsn, and the cMSi 
are brought well up to date."— tew Timet, 

Demy 8to., 7oqjMges» doth, SSi. 
BBOLISH PATEBT PB&CTIGE. - With the Aeti, Bnlea, 

Forms and Precedent!^ and Notee of aU the Beoorded Gaees. Dlustrated with 
Sketches. Bj H. GuimreHAiai, M.A., Barrlster-«t-Law, tote Boyal Bngineeis. 
Crown 8yo., doth, 10*. 6d. 

C0MPABIB8' WOBK AND KIBIBG LAW IB BBW 

SOUTH WALXS AND YICTOBLA A Treatise fiv the Guidance of Sdidtois^ 
Igregoti^ Iii Ve st st % and others. By Ai^wsmd vm Lmsi, Banister -at -Law, 
Sydney, NJB.W. 
^^ Boya l Sm., dcth, lis. 

8EBVICE OTTT OF THE JUBISDICTIOB. By Fbangxb 

TATUtt PioooTT, M.A., LL.M., of the Middle Temple Barrtetsr-at-Law; tote 
Legal AdYiser to the Japanese Gabtoet; Author of "Foreign Judgments.** <«Bx- 
tsrrtovtoUty," "Pitoti^eaof the Law of Torts,'* to. 
_^^^ Demy 8V0., dothjaoi. 

THB LAW OF HUSBABD ABD WIFE.— By Ohablbb 

Cbawlkt, M.A., of Ltocdn's Inn, Barrister-at-Laws tote Fdkw of Dowatog 
GoUegeb Gsmbrldge; and Author of ** The Law of Life tusmance." 
«< TUa Is a carefhl and wdl-wrltten treatise en a soltfect with regaxd to which endi 
a work was neatly waDted.»-AiIieaoff* JomnaL 

"This book to the most camprehendye and ymluaUe one en the tow of hurtMnd and 
witowith whtohweareacquatoted."— ^tteiMMM. 

%* A Catalogue of Modom ham Book9 »etU fro$ on appUotOUm. 
Lonix>n: WILLIAM CLOWES ft SONS, Louxbd, Law Pubushibs. 87, FLin Strut, fl.a 

JUBT FUBIiIBHED. Demy 9vo^ (doth, 10s. 6d. 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 

(THE LAW RELATING TO). 

ooMFiunra 

THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACTS, 1875 TO 1898, AS AMENDED BY THE FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT, 1S95. 
Tog^ktr with an Appmdias, eontammg MoM Buht, and the Forms (y^mded to the Tr$mury SogtdationSf 188 

By F. BADEN FULLER, BA.. (Oxon.), 

Of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

LosDOH : WILLIAH CLOWES A SONS, Ldutd), Law PuBLiSHKBfl, 27, Fleet Street, E.C. 

Now ready. Demy Svo., cloth, 1140 pages, 82s« 6d. ; Cash, 268. (postage 9d.X 

THOMSON'S PRINCIPLES OF EQUITY 

AND 

PRACTICE OF THE COUNH COURT : 

FOR THE Use of practitioners in the chancery division of the high court and in the county C0U8 
With Pm uiDMMw or Pabiioulaxs or Claim, D mmhom , Nonow or HonoR, AmDATin^ JooomHTi, Obdim, tn. 

By ANDREW THOMSON, Esq., B.A., LL.D., 

Barrister-at-Law ; formerly Lecturer and Reader on Equity to the Incorporated Law Society; and afterwards 

Professor of Equity to the Inns of Court. 
« A momimciit of letnilDg aa well m of ludniliry.''— <3lote. 

•*The AnttMr to nuater of hto nil^Ject. He glyoi the difficult PrindplM of BqiMr moek devlj andweUi indeed, on Prlndplei of njiittj, we teliete ttua ite vert 
ond to sfloe."— law Note*. 

London: WILLIAM CLOWES AND SONS, Limitbd, Law PuBLiSHEBfl, 27, FLEET STREET, E.O. 
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